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PAlUCHGIiltnDA ![ 


Hotel to II. 1—10 Comjiaro Note (0 to 1, 10. Kftvya, »c. 
cording to Dettdln, l»— tbet In to 
<eT> be gWei more prominence to the word rlemrnt In 
poetry M compared wlOi the ecnso-elrmcnl. Thlx doe* 
not mean that the Onnae which are the «/«>* fjvn new 
of poetry, and the AlamVtree which eervo ea dpcora- 
tlos, muii belong to the word'clement, the fil)’’!, ei* 
cluxirelf : for, the the suhordlnale clementf of 

the fiody, have aleo their own dccoretlone Thue there 
ii no tncocrlrlencr (a I>ei«lln*e having defined Klrfn 
aa he hai done and then having divided the Alaniklrae 
land Impliedtr the Ounae al«o~cp Kotefl) toi.dtl 
Into thoiQ belonging to word and (ho«e belonging to 
•enie. Modern AUmbtrlkae euch at Memmtta, haV” 
(ng once luhordlnatcd both the word aa «elt ai the 
lenie to !(a«a, are eoneltaincd to regard (he Ouiiai ae 
welt a« the AUmkIree ae l-ctonging to li»i-a,the odgie 
For a erldeUm of (hie view err our Not* (lli) to I. dl 
and the Rantkrlt Commentary to the pre»ei>t vtai’ta. 

(11) The dletlnct function of the Oura* and the 
Mamiirae 1* brought out by I'atvlln ly caUtnr the 
former the U(e>l>reath* and the letter the omamente of 
poetry. TheOuree abide tn poetry onratren ahltethe 
AUmhare* . there l» I'etwren them a dirtlne- 

tlon tn klnd.—a dUtlnctlon which later hecari>« ere of 
degree, ae with (lit I l-tl or wtih 
(p 111 — rpr- m • W 5 a**J! 

hde’ci I Oomt'are hi-never the loUewltt 
from p ICt— 

wi * «7eg'l-nj 1 
pc*.’’ «^deMCrt' I' 

•rurtntu '4 py' a't « t4t' 

eot'kr'k*' n 

Compare ateo (Agoirurii-a 3<C It- 
er*; '5*4 a wV ' 

efT" rN »r»*a? unj a 

Mantmeta'a eirarff* 5 ^ t''« ttrrl*e» r eemf «f irg y 



li l-I 


KSvySdaria 


( 64 

(iii) The progresalte deTclopmeat In the theorjr, and 
with it la the number, of the AlamkSras fonn^ so in> 
tereftiuir chapter in tbe bistarj of Sanskrit nhetorle. 
The subject is too tarRe, however, to be adequately 
discussed in a note. Our Introduction has attempted 
a rapid review of the main stattes reached daring the 
process, to which the reader is therefore referred. It 
would be noted in this place that Pandin must have 
lived at a time when the development of the AlamkSras 
in tbe way of progressive division and subdivision was 
In full swing; and he seems to have been anxious 
rather to give an epitomized statement of the principal 
reeults arrived at than to add hl« own quota to the 
process of amplification. In tact ho has even had to 
reject some of the AlamkSras recognised by h{e pre* 
decessori (ep II and notes thereon) 

Kotss to II 2— <0 The {undntnmtis ftnn$ioni* of the Alstn< 
kSrai have been variously stated In different teiti. 
The slmpleet divielon Into tr^-l and sr4n>f, even after 
the addition ot « ebiM cIsm of y+fisr-i. proved quite In- 

ad«<^|uaU It H h«w»»ef given by the 

«]at.v,ra(«lv by ftboja it wa« timn found neceessry in 
lotrMuce vari'iiiv «.iOeieavi(lc*tiuns baaed on the psy* 

. {- .1 ^.riO'U'ie <n« (n the proeete, nr on 

- i.<t«riyio.( oeruliarity .Himllarity, Identity, 

•4a«ii ti W'.rl gr«jiiping. I' kite‘j'ti'th^ra\ 
f'-a,« li'mv.iir f'-rti' !• ality i.Oeee were eome of the 
t eUaaificeti ,a aerepCcd Compere, for 
.-.ter. « tr.a A)<. k sr««ervei*a, eod psrtlcMlerly the 

* w, ^ i.M‘ ru«] ,p.,n in« f'reitperudriya (pp. 33V 
J/O. I •:;ara,u t'e Ale- SSrsa r.i.i ftr< gnlted by Perxlln 

• «'. /• j ..1 a>) Java Orerkata I— 

. t r.'v.r *-?? ;'.i i vrit'-*,— » 

(.•>«! in I 

, V-,-- , 

I a-r-«, rW.'B/' trfvv,. J — l*a,.| r.e I 




Kntf 




lia'od on : 

f^5lT. lOw. M, *pmfd, «sql»}, ssjpntl, WiiyJI.l 

*W»\’’aiT, I »lR^pJn, ogvi, 1— bssod on 

^rrn.l Inn.l 

tMK 1— ba^d on tiifaprjn; 

I wgrn*!, 1 based on c^V^siU} ; 

( ^.i<.«ii?iai, *ntr?Prt,*W,l”based on ; 

— ^bneed on anpi ; and 
1— bated on 

It became eoon obeiout (hat any tuch clsstiGcatory 
principle or principle*, tronld gradually tend to become 
inadequato, at then leould stifays remain some 
karae recognlted by rbetorlclant and falling outeide 
ibelracopf Tbue of lb« 35 or rathtr 31 Alamlc&ras 
recognised by Dandlti the following U are not inelud* 
edJn the abote lUt.— sinH, wJn.tj. »J»?> m* 

^ , 3rS^. TOifm:. fwr?, fttN. anq^stfmi, t^nrtgTft, and 
WTtfl.lnot to montlon *rfr)i) Rome of tbe»e, e.g , sppj, 
^*in. are eometlmee clas«ed8s nPfVT. ; while 

wtn, qrn^. a ra q ^l m, giratgft and enrti! will have to 
be classed ae aratitfrrs, t e . merely as eftecllte modes 
of ezprcssloD. such as those enumersted by Dharata In 
the beginning of tbe f6th chapter of the K&tyasSstra. 
The tendency towards n wanton incresso merely In 
the number of (ho Afamfcdras fend of tubdieiefons 
within an Alaink&ra), which marked the latest phase 
ID (he history of (he AlamkSras&stra, made any at* 
tempt to trace the Alanktras to their dla— such as 
Dandin cootrniplatrs — ao aHogelher hopeless task 
((i) But already id some quarters, a* in (he rase of 
the OuDBS, — see nolo (U) to i 41 a revolt against this 
gratuitous multipUcation of entities had brirun to 
assert Itself Thus liemachaadra rejects c'itt, 

. •((4. niTTfr?!, srrf! , 

and as distinct Alamkaras — and rome of them. 

It will be seen, are recognised even by Daulin an 
Bh&maha UdbhataV Kfteyslamkarassrasamgrsb 
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(which Is the same ns Dandfn's *Rn%?T) and the 
figure *nftff=r which ia a Alarhkara Compare 
Ruyyaka, pp 163, 185; VisvaoStha, pp. 568, 576; Vis- 
Tesvaia in the AlamkScakaustubha, pp. 372, 416. 
Bhoja gives the two figures, but what he calies »7JrrfJ 
approaches the rnrrF<7^ ( cp. note (ii) to i. 63*92), while 
he does not at all recognise Alamkara called 

ID other texts. Bhoja, however, agrees with 
Oandin in calling by the name the figure named 

by ^n(Z and others. 


^Otestoll.6 — (i) We have already commented upon the 
use of the abbreviated name MTl for Visesba 

as a figure distinct from is recognised, amongst 

others, by Budrata, Ruyyaka, Mammata, Vlsvaoatha. 
and JagannStha. 


^fotes to U . 7— (i) The figure stnft; recognised by Dandio is 
recognised by no other AlamfcSrika except BhSmaha 
and Vigbhata the author of the KSvyinusSsana. It 
should be noted, however, that the name occurs 
amongat the 36 effective literary devices mentioned 
by Bharata in the begiuning of the 16th Chapter. 
Bha\ika iiaually translated by ’ Vision ’ will have to 
be rendered, cunaistently with Dandin’s explanation 
of the term, by some such expression as Sustained- 
lutuitlan 


4otes to 11 6 — (il Besides the two names for this figure 
given by Daiidin the figure is also called 
rrri^t. p 35) and rg*?? (3(f!?3m344.3); while ^groups 
this bgure along with a number of others under the 
bead uf figures, i e , those that have the por> 

trayal of the thiag-a»>it>l9 aa their object. Compare 
(vili 10-12)— 

^»3*=TrTE»r4 iri I 
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sarU7 requires that the ohjeeta he two in rcaiiir ; and 
It is this ImrlieatloR that has been exprersly brought 
outbx quallficBilona each as , 

fqt:, or ftmts I The irord is represented In 
other deGnttlons by «PPTTf(, rtn?. or The 

specific mention of Ihe technical terms STJp? and 
in the definitions and the substitution of the word 
('Wfm «raf iwni?! nqlwt) for the simpler 
rntt?. as bI'O some late qualificalloni lfkc> i^TTT^Yr<7 
(TW’^i?TJrtrT5JTq.»rtf-t»itf4T^t«aq).3q:rJ?>;J}Jr*t^«7Vl*,etc. 
serve to exclude from the sphere of rpn such varietiet 
as wvsTsqhPfi, epFrnsr, rffciTtp, fhiqtWt 
ef'fMK'jVi'ifl, and which Dandin em- 

braces under the general term 37m but which later 
^iarhktrlkaa raised to the dignity of Independent 
figures. Paodla's conception of sw, and of 
which is its basis, is thus Tery w Ids and general. 

(Ill) We hare already glveo abore (Kote fi) to ii S) 
VidfCnStha'e lUt of figure* based on slmllerltr, and 
the eitracts in our Commentary I? euflielently 
illustrate (hit point The fundamental importattce of 
the relation of eemblaroi was indeed rer\ earir percele- 
cd The Agnipiiritt a f.>r in'iantc divides (rtefin 
ed as qgirstriq I into TTO. ruT nc»% and wv^rvCT*! 
iind »r? similarlv diGiir* »s (tin !>-“ 

r’rjtl ' 

eTiSPifp*.n«;iey c'rwr’itcq ti 
and enumerate* l e foll-'wii.B (iRures is ha-e,, upon 
chat relation — 

mf^isrs^r ano'-v ♦'t’t ♦Rnr'b 1 

?»r:rrw»; "•sf.'T. ' 

'a *y?' n 

The mstifeaiti'ii 1 • its » n n.i rati-'n if these (and 
othen) s» diilim t * . 'e- laid »■« ' 'fere varieties cf 
rnr) elioul J coi.M*i m tt e 1 'rLr »i»i ct that t} • r~r<. 
q;»sV-<W in the-, f sui»' ** *».h> tdirotrd Ic ».>ire othsr 
V'HC Icf idrntitv «*i-..tt trrvr eortrast etc i Pardlc 
at least, *v •» will ire-ently *ee fcrt>uf‘l le ihU 
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saril; rerjulrea (bat the objects be tM o in roality ; and 
tt h this implication (hat ha^ been ezprcesly brought 
outbj qualifications such at . 

5 ^t;, or f>OTt: I The word is repretcnted in 
other definltloni bp VFTrfi) fCJl or The 

Bpecino mention of the technical terms and 31 ^ 
in the deHnitlens and the substitution of the word 
tmMjl (»W^f Vht W*?l rmnsl n4trf<) for (he simpler 
as aNo same late quallficatioiis like, 

(TWTlTJrT^ rt<rj^H.'R^'iK^Tf*n«).37T3ruj?«»Rlni^T, etc 
ker\G to exclude from (he sphere of tttt such xarielloe 
as ary^Twr. *r(lw, •ht^nwr, f^njjhjr, 

errmpT'^TirT, a*^r^T;wr, and JT’Whihai which Dandln era* 
braces under the general term Tpp but which later 
Alathklrilcas raised to the dignity of Indepeodent 
figures. Paodlo's conception of sim, and of nrrw 
which is Its basis, is thue rery wide and general 
(111) \S'o hare already giren aboee (Sole (1) to ii t) 
VldytnSIba's list of tlgurei. based on eimilarlly, and 
(he extraela In our Oonimenlary ()' 1^9) suflielenlly 
(lluitrate this point Tbe fun<lamental i»ip<'rtaiiee of 
(he relation of ►cmblanct was inde.<t rer\ earh- ptreelw 
ed The Agnipiir‘» a b-r ui'Caiue .Uxi.'rs n-rcR (ilefin- 
eJ as gjpmi=7»I ' iDio rwi. S’le «»f’% anil •i»r,**»ssi*i 
nmi »?? ilmilafl' <t. Cues <Jnw«) es (tiii 1 »— 
flici s'-»T5f«5 ssstj-*’ ern •"wg-M's? <* ' 
srq==i<R‘*Te’g';ss tVgs-e’VKR » 
and enumerates tie f,li«>»iiiK tiRures ,i>. upon 

that relation — 

yw'n.’trr'Te •rje'-' fos rnrir^w 1 
'O '■ 

ay? 11 

1 lie lastti cati. u ' • il< tin*'r»i.. n if these (and 
other.! R» dl*lii<* ffc’ • - .■I'd !•« mere varieties i-f 
TW) fhould consist HI ebr e Ti f si»i c» that 1; * m, 
S??? in lhe*» e mus Is sub. l.•^ratee t.. s >irni 
>'<W! I.fi.tsntifr srrvr CLrirsiI etc I li 

at least. *e «iii {resenti* see bn>Bpt I 

" \ 
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(t!) Oulj- two of iho»o rarietles reeognleed bf Tttki 
deserre s particular atteallon What be calls 
Is the STT of the Alamklrlkaa. and DanJln's dcnnltlon 
of that lltfura la sii|;Kestlre la that connection t?j}t 
* The decree of this upon 

which tbo later dietlnetion Ivttreen ftt and 
is made to depend is rquallr ignored by Yflika ai well 
as Pandln Next, the fqirttn of Yaska 1* what tnight 
bo called a wefl-koown or analogy Com- 

pare In this connection the dcdnltlon of txz Quoted 
abore Thh fQStVJP eontalned in it the germ of what 
are known as rft* or popular tantf* which, a» 

wo paw, were made (he baafa or dm of a number of 
Alamkaras Interpreted more sclcnlflically the f^slT^TT 
cvenlually became a regular 9tn«i called TTfAr-ii nhleb 
Is » process of analogical knowledge from the known 
and the familiar to the unknown and the unfamiliar. 
Dhoja who recognises a distinct figure of speeeb 
corresponding to each of the several PramaDai of the 
Mimansaka* ( tnrwfii w . ill 3 ) drfieei 
the olamkira calleJ Tpn^ as foltoua — 
n?tT^ ‘Trij‘i4y'mj4 fj^e <m < 
f»-titr»3i n 

J!is example is — 

rrf rTffsff ffkt-fi'lt 9‘M^wrg gsrit i 
n?rMT(T^g cnjrropbM •' 

Most people would probably fail to see any figure in 
the example or ai least any lalidground for regarding 
it as a r,ei; figure 

nil) llavine defined T17 l>andin next girei ui a 
itutni'er of »iili-Tarieiies <if il—nome S! or S3 in number 
— «nie)i d>< n->i seem to i>a<«- been based upou any 


priiiriple i-f di' is 
nil iilh'iit’d ) > hill 

that u> 1 

(J..VI nia l.'l 

ynr*)T svn »• sits ' 

iT^ - ' Hill 


And ••me ‘I the ^vl'-earietics 
e ao liiiti di-tiiirii' • atx'ui then 


's-Vi »;rr*jr 
jvr4 
<• 1 lb*' 
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f a:^y-W r f-pjn<i i«rtT?Tnrirft?^ » 

Tmn^'nfjr^^Trt srj i 

Jrrsmr^; r wnrT^ft»^n tpir m 
It has to be noted hovover that the A^nipur*^* 
gives a elasslficatiotk of the TWa analogous to that ei 
Daodin [ viz'— trq, srg, qn^r, ftqfhT, fjniJT. afPnfq. 
63TT^, tn^tr, f^&m, vjpt. ^g, Phrq, sn^. ^ 
{ T5raT ? ), ai^qr, fSpqi, «rf^. nzA, and besides gt’* 

ing another classification intolS snb'varietiss similsr 
to those of Mammata ( 344. 7*9 )— • 

»fi ftqt nRwrfhq It 
ttqiJltlM»tl'1<l I 
9qir ^ it 

tTTwrt ^ JmamififRi fw > 

9TO ^ 32 t' (I 

The varieties called ftsqt and are even mentioned 
and Uluatratcd by Bhatata himself ( xvl. 48 2.). 
though neither Bharata nor the AgnipurSaa ment^ot** 
the snftnflrrarWT, the mam butt of attaclt The author 
of the Alamlciratekhara gives the following ten »nb* 
varieties of Tmr (ri 3>— 

qpWTUi *^'flP?T>pTlTTS( m I 

erawi’ firtw rt q fqfrq^Tiu ttt ii 
But no other writer whose work ix eitunt divides TJHI 
in the manner adopted hy (J-mdin D.iudin'^ clai>si* 
fication IS primitive and, '<> far as my principle 
underlies the division, it la ju^t thu senae intended by 
the speaker ( 9nrr^fl>I=1 ftwn ) 

(vfii) We can here advantageously enuMdor 'ome 
other classifications of aqwi that havu been adv.inied 
There Is one in particular vkhieh imuht bu '.tvlod 
grammatical clasHificatiun («rr«i'na/jTfiiq«rvi»t) vtlmli ha- 
been adopted by iTij ( p Iti ). rr-i ( vm '> it i hwr “"<1 
most other later writers But it iubiuk to be n'>t 
unknown to the author of the Agnipuraiia ( cp <144 
8-9) who gives, as just meiitioned. IH vnriotics based 
on this principle ae agaliint ManmiaiuV ■' > 1 heni- lust 

we will now eihiblt in a tabular form— 
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Later writers have introduced further subtle com* 
plexities in this ciassificatioa which is in the 
place made to contain 7 more rarietfes, 3 under^*D4 
4 under ^ and in the next place there is introduM^ 
a fuTthorprincipieof^re-foidsaihciassiScatiom m 
ir T Pt « T g ~?t ^ 

fttrr 'tgvn i ^ 

vj^-. i 

gr^^rrai ^y RT^; t si3tkt^ mi?rrjrt 

Jrtr ( wuwt . p. 172 ff, ). 

(ix) Another prinoipie of division is suggested by 
Bharata ( xvl. 43 )— 

ffV^ 9571} II 

For lUustTotlons see st a t Rxl g^ p. 141 f. The varieties 
known as and iqi^rw: are Bub-varleties under 

the second division of Bharata. Bpamli, like RQpaka* 
can also be divided as follows yw 
sTPiwsti gsr ^ i ^ rw?wQ* 

^Tgr et I For details see Bboja ( iv. 20 ff.) 

(r) Our Sanskrit Commentary on p. 129 quotes a 
passage from ChitramfmSnsS Illustrating how an 
example like ^S^gcm.by a slight phrasing, can be 
turned (nto a number of other Alarnklraa, As an 
Alamkara Upama is to be kept distinct from ^45 
where the rntt? ( oeoally defined as tryPI^* 

’rgfrq) la f^7r>p, and from 3^;n wherein, in spite of the 
occasional presence of words like tbo matter of tbe 
similarity is not rirctrfrrtt but purely a creation of tbe 
poet's imsginatioo Compare— 

iffTiiJ} mr^fr w-Pt I 

m*?rp(r«tT! Ij 

<{»T <j^ni t'.tTRf'IS I 

rbrwq< « 

(ill The fourMd requirement of an 7t«r, vf*. 

TtT^. nrrnirtd. ami qr«<-«5K^ li not always proeont <0 
Pandln'a mlnJ. A» Vlsvesvara observes (p, 19) qi’Wg 
iTTfTBJ jrf’qrn’l-'TtiTq’f^Wnirwrnn: t He iiW in fact 
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RlT^n mftnr » wlmw* no r<»T5 J« r'**'n »in4 

wbar* tliB »rf7i U only no^-hi'-^T^T *1 

1C, 17 tic »h*>l* conroi.Uon of rrr’ umI 1,U 

ftttamptedclB«<ilflrKllnn<>f II Ik oruili' Kod iidorlii- 
Cftl. Nor li tl)«ir» *ny nttKnipt l'» » ryKircistJo 

RTOUptBR of <!]• VKtfMIe* KiT*>l 

Hotel to fl. TliU itnil lim nett inrii'lv |,<-rn 

IhMK dentiPd In Oio Apnliuiraim ('41 lO) — 
rni »T^pr1^ mi- •rwi> ni'Ao'' • 

^ 'J»Vni3'*''v|Tnitc«ii j-ifl r>’A « 

Till point of <1l»l(n''l(ou WlwKon iiip loi* Kirnii i<< |i* 
tliK fiet tli»l yilillK III till- flr*1 llie »ri! * I* 
up U>*r»ly |.i tirliip nwt tli« iiatufK *>( ll.r '•f. • ‘xA, 
In thn •xroiid llii> TOt'O n* ■> *I>"1* t* r mt'Kf, cf 
till ki K tlir twi'liplnu rvMKrtlp.l k< mi»»W 

kItU 

(U) TItK Intrudod •'•n W «■ 

vnrlnui ipfri I V> » *{ni|>U «• in n U t w > mi. I, 

|,y (vi fpitlirl* still'll kr» «>•■' I • <‘^•’1 •>• li !• <> 
(iKKOom l,Orl)T f'lO t, kTi 

k* In (I. fV Ak'kiii »*•» •-'I •»'i* n Kk I* 

lllkd* 111* *»t k K.«<l«».,r »> (I kl'-*. 

•ii»n/tiw •TK'iTii i>r «( r>xii|>>'u«»t nr «■-'■, 0*1, »». •. t 
Ipurr* K» In tv •'"*‘1 •> ' «S ex khj »-s** x. «•! %!•• u, 

wil wWi X Ki*' M>, •!*»’ > In t*,» Uttii c»v, 

»i>tnv<lmr» ti»i r • {.»• «• pklu.* i* » v* 1 !• ♦»! » 

ipr»T':’*5’i'>n>xi^t •« n »<» V ' V r»». 
i'l 111* iti;’ I.'X ••.•• fWI T'X 

y v * . ‘~i f -ni ' •• in —mt/'n m* f| » wn * • 

• nfl tt nlKtr.l »• m.! .iSri *» Um nt •* f 

•.Hli.'llll 111* M • It * I'll* I 1 ( O’ltl 

!’»•. 1 1« Kl I VI • • }* r 

n-i«t I >i< .1 Kk»ni »i • » \ ii^ <-•> I u . <*•' . ir*. 


Nrt»* <n It I* - < 
p'o* ot t*-;*'" 








CAnnot conttitute an sa ihe In 

Is tfrrtS^ and »liat in the 

(ii) ThU rarietr (s raised to the disnitr of a distinct 
.IfCnre called bjr later XiamhSrikas It has 

been defined by 33rt a* | p. 67)— 

afs^far«rt 9^ I 

^SfPWpfitriTH II 

Heffardin? the qualtficatiun In the abore 

definition spfrtiPJfnr obsarvee— ?ri?7^ 

irntgroi^ndiRTfr 

If 1 It Is doubtful boM'ever whether Dandin U here 
thinking of the as much aa of the baigh- 

tcnmg of their mutual aicellence — si=ifRj?PphtfJbft. 
This implies that both the Tt^ and the Tnim muat be 
9T^, as aobodj would spend any elTort in showing forth 
to adrantage the charm of what is not the theme on 
hand. Compare the examples giTcn by ^rms and W* 
tnfn^t as<)uQted mourSaashrlt Commentary. Bbo}a 
(ir.23ical(a this 

(ini In f^s^rvr (Ii S9I the ?’frffwW*qT'dTuerpresi« 
Irr ade iiere 11 m implied only The impiicntioo 
i« til lie exoiaiued a« fulU^ws— .es* n 
a'ait v^m ij'Tm’timje f>r4<-t »nr»sr'ta«ftrfUTipri&>n ' its 
^ rnr^’ ifpinn 'r*sj a wwr^a 

p t7«| 

.» Kiniiitttn r^-ci-tliuie* wc''«?' a disunct figure 
) ii II !•• « irtli n-ertiiig fli/»t I'auUii Jne- not (eel 
1 , ai'.."iiv .>1 ■ ri’ii isuig tin reiii<imiuii of Kie jlii 

I «..cl TUti^HSlii 'iS.S- 

ii I ttlii.li sn ti,urv^ adirullfii liv Hhitnaha 
< ' iJ I (' .111 til . I r HI- jufl ..Ift-r ant jualiricatinli 
I. f ri-t W .s a .li^luifc liKur,' A» lor »s 

(UI tir. .ini-l.nie Ilier.f.n? »e iatlti..t 

,ii)> I iH I ii'i •!> e'lber n i< r*.K«rditig the chroiii’l H'l.'ei 



RSvi^d*ria 


II. 19—1 

Notes to 11. 19-20— (I) In the la 

made highly probable butlsnot Id f^pTOTwr U la 

openly asserted. In as we saw. it was left 

to bo interred. Both these varieties are recognised by 
the Agnlpurina. The arrfpr^t^ defines as— JTI 


Notes to II. 2i— (0 In there Is only a single common 

<]iiality sought to be expressed; In the present variety a 
large number of these are mentioned ; in ep^qhTtir, the 
next variety, their camber Is so overwhelming that 
the poet contents himself by stating just the one 
solitary aspect or quality which Is not common. Again, 
In rrffTThWr more than one rrrrrjpw Is brought In; In 
•{TTTfli 40) more than one U adduced The 

result Is that while (n the former between the T^and 
the TWf’l * number of distinet common qualities are 
sought to be conveyed. In the latter It is the Intensity of 
the one self-same quality that stands out prominently. 
The varlsty It rseognisedby the AgnlpurSns. 

Netsi to U. 23— <|) See Note (I) l«> II 21 This variety 
falls to produce the Impression of an Identity between 
thn end the ynr*< beceutw the »tT Is not entirely 
•‘t'f* Si happens In e x'le i| Art, below ) \t the 
• ai.^e (ims >s must b* remembered ihsi the s.ditary Iff 
■,e(«««o (hs i‘rg7 end the Tfff-t which i« pul forwarii 
>• s-'( 'lesat to •■licvssl 'be superlurltr '<* the In* 
fari-.ritr it Ihe one over the other, es U the case, fur 
laa'efl'.e la f.n^nr end 1 1« r k We > tiled 

fc.-*-';* < II 1‘yij 

<ij/ This varlsty l» not recmrnwed tr ihe Ixnl- 
pgil'.a ual ^s• we se so Jdealify II with wh*! Ihe 
J'urts* styles which 1* thus dsrtns'J < ill 

11 H- 

f s-rsd fts''ifn< i 
et^'J w *r a 

Tbs *•* ** '“‘•ud In psisirx. dws ri'’l re- 

a* e d sl.'t'V figrrensf spss»S, wterees 



D&ndin who does it cea only be supposed to have d[s> 
tlngulshed between and in the manner 

aboTO indicated. A (rood example of this variety {$ 
Riven by the (pSO)— 

fsTOTt 51 erqift ;t •• t 

It 

Motes to II. 23— Daii^in scema to have been alone In r«. 
cognising ■jj^TTlqJltasasnb-varletf ofUpamS. We have 
already indicated in a Roneral way ( cp. Kota (x) to 
ii. U ) the distinction between 37nT and Utpro> 

ksha may be said to be more particularly concerned 
with that human faculty which, Bhakespoaro tells 
“bodies forth the foriaeofthingsunknown and gives to 
airy nothing a tooai habitation and a name." Ip g 
regular IJtprekehi it ie the actual rps? between the 
and the ?t*Tfq-~or some aspect connected with It 
—that is poetically conceived In the variety before 
us there i« an but It has nothlttg to do with the 

•gsq between ^ and <nt which is the immediate 
jeet of assertion. The s^ttei comes in only secot^j. 
arlly : tbepootlc fact of the stansa could have been eg. 
pressed withouthringlng in the ‘bragging of tba Moon*: 


this IS not a regular but merely an 

Tlio Com, Hntirnf^sJl however explains — qwewf^sf. 

Notes to II 34— <i) ?ra, as the more difileult reading and 
also the one Intrinsically more poetic, seems to 
the genuine reading which ROt ousted by the mcire 
familiar word gv 

(11) This variety has been admitted by the Ag^jj. 
pur&na and is thus dehned t3tt 16)— 

Tpsmnhtf^ ftrpsmM i 

qt mjflbpn ti 



«. 24-J 


JC3ti/3daria 


I S8 

To assert that the resembles or can 

resemble the wj^Tf^only under conditions Impossible 
of fulfilment is In effect to sa^ that the 371^7 Is without 
a peer As the conditions are stjpt or the 

variety la called the ai^rnr consisting not In 

the component elements ( 377^177^^, etc.) 

taken by themselves. bntin (he peenliar combination of 
them that is demanded : 7f47r »T*7=TO* 

as Ca remarke. The AlamkiraSckhara 
calls this same variety { defined, p 30, as — 7^* 

rt7rfirr?r'7 7mri*nrt tt ), a name which Dapdin 
has reserved for another distinct variety (see ii 3S, 
below. ) 

( 11 ) Adbhutoparai Is to be distinguished from AbhQ* 
topam) and from Asambbavltopaml; and tbe distinc* 
tiOQ is rathersubtle In en^TTgr the presumptlre 
is not a wherein the fHM’is cannot 

eoeiJst with the ff?Ni. hut rather a tingle tJmpJa 
which Is nowhere to be met with In nature, as for In* 
stance the concentrate*! essence of the charms of all 
lotuses, cp n<r«»M eaj*» m‘t7tr47jrrfr7 
-"urVi I if r p Sh I In It is not the tffl 

of • nru t'gH Wbiib «» •«crif<ed to the tft'J-t'rtf-X, and 
whic fj .» ii,‘ wiifi iH 4s happen* in the stT-?!* 

isr ',.j’ 'r • ..f I ssi'tt' nave a oualltr which 

11 ».» 't at It from another 

p. 1 .» I .i«w f -/ i.o.r the • .•iipsrls'iR between the 
• . i ti m "M “ • t *11 • non eii«t»nt Tt*re 

IS p-.t' j >t«-l ai.'t >0 *1 «n esUttn/ amt w«ll« 

IS ,i»n r- " .s *.sv,i»t«-} •If* I np</tMt.l*f{''(-nibroitKht 
uT*r tr-'T-j taA'.mt «*;•< The jitiotie remit i« that 
i.71 rtmsi'.s •riih.il c«er !• R it l.he case 

13 ao where the p'iial of C'-mptri* '■» it Just 

tie '<■ ' f ■\m I-.' mpi'l'sil-/ ti* H^i t.‘.4l t.‘.« v'4.r 
{ tie TV** / n el jecte 1 1> p*i«»«** .sat l*.e e'.npsrisoa 
dies te'-.me p-.esi‘’le tl that tesject 
< Tie ae I by sad lie ^»p,l. 

psrirs t wt-pi fers'y <jt -tee Hf“. ) e •■‘■les p'>»l near to 

liisftu tii* liJieiraV** ii filr ilh- 



wpr CT h 

Hete vpTT^^TTTi’ls phhovIdc moucUin* Ison sr^ 
phenomenon. Wh&t ^ colU Is no other then 

thissi^nt^. Bhoja** Ulnetmtion is the verse 

etc ; recardint; vrhich he remarks tp 3'i2)-~5T^tTin* 
W5*r5Wi'(;^ s'^^srWir<(«mRi ^ 

*R<T I Hemaehandra (p.247) unsucressfuUy attempts to 
make a tort of a dlsUnotion between 1’irji'Wi and f:f^. 
n^ntl; but (be most clear presentation of that view 
Is to be Been in Rudratavlll. 13-16- Mantmats regards 
Dandin’e «(7K^ as a subvarietj of 

Hotel to II. S3>-{|) Mohopami eptlngi from (he close 
similarity between the Ti^l and the mrr^, so close that a 
ratlonalbeing would go tothe length of actually mistak* 
its the one for the other. Thi* variety is nctotdinRly 
not only a step (n advance of (where the 

element of difference was consciously realised) but In 
advance of srrT, where the il^it cotcplitely euhmerged, 
though it is there at the back of one’e eonscloussets so 
that an actual blunder cannot arise 
(It) In (It. 26) tbe person is struck by the 

close similarity butts sllU doubting If be perceives 
tbe T P t m as (be result would be (It 27) ; 

but if be perceives tbe Timri ns Tthn, tbe result would 
be ni^nr. Again, if after a temporary but actual error 
the person corrects bimeetf and perceives the thing as 
It is, the tisuU would be ( ii 36) Asbetween 

OmtSin and ftT^Tntirah*|i »t is to be noticed that while 
in both the ultimate perception is a real perception. In 
tbe former It is preeedvd by a moment of doubt or 
hesitation, in the latter by one of actual blunder 
(ill) All the lour varieties of Ttnt just considered 
must be based upon mtVI If the doubting or the blun* 
doring IB tbe result of normal causes mentioned in-~ 




9J } \-i-. / —j, 30 

pendant fin'iw No« nhSmsha ifni' ili'lme' aiiil il- 
Iu(trat«^ (hp fitTuro ( III 4i-43)— 

»Tr4 ^ ^ im I 

nii>^ r« »mVl ftjitn ii 
fr^i? mft a n fr^ 
jnar^vi a • 

rf’^ f^Rr^-^ppi MRr »» J tf-i- 
»*T^ ^ a « 

But w« do not havp morplf In that fact any certain 
indication that Dai iin could have meant no other 
writer but Bblniaha 


Kotei t II. 28-20— <i) The«« two rarieties differ from 
va’urtt ( ii 15 ) onir m added circumvinneo that the 
5'V'rf i( here cipres’pd by paronomostic worde, the ^ 
belntr VN in the iormer and nrer in the latter ( fV9 
«S WtJln trrx^’^) The twe vorlotic* can 

(herofore bath of them in a cemo bo called *^^17?, as 
has been done liy the author of the Vitrrsnf whopivee 
the joint cjaniple < p 50 )— 

wi»T7^TvtTen rra-t fisnjtn 1 

eTHp?rTJ!jit><i nri’iRiwifHifi 11 



il. 30 — j K’lryH'fari't I 5? 

fight for superlorllf bttween the and tboTW^ 

about pro-cmi'neoce in thl< quaUt}' la represented 
as Btitl undecided la (il. 33 ). In the 

claim of the 77^ ie alloved fn ra^^ard to tbs common 
quality, but certain fxtran^uf facte are addured {e-g 
S373iT=t, enrtTrfpPl, etc ) which ehouid lower It and 
consequently (he ST^aleo in our estimation. In 

( 11. 3t) the i ' WH ja represented »< fighting a for- 
lorn fight for regaining its normal pre-eminence In res- 
pectof the common quality. All these varieties there 
fore can be regarded as TWl varietie*. because under- 
lying them all is the presupposition that the 
and the Tnpr have a certain specific qualify in common; 
and the question at issue merely is, who has the 
quality toagreaterorlessdegree Thefigure-of-speech 
called siiPft*' (11 . 1801 has also to be distiaguished from 
these varieties, in regard to which see our Kotes 
to 11.180. 

(II) As observed before. an-J the author of the 
Agnipurina rneotlon these two varieties of and 
their recognition IS criticised by Bfi imsha ( see Note 
(vil) toll. 14, above) The illustrations fur them 
given hy Bharata are (tvi 49-SO *— 
gdqnjT qsn— 

5 m ftrrm=5nft jmn g^rr > 
g^f?i niiv-it » 

nqr— 

1 ' ^ I j^r. 

Fronj these U nould seem th »t ‘ m i - ' 
right when he aay» 1 iv 27 /iw i— &.-■ 

KJi nifbr I 't ha: is intended I ^ thi' n .*• : ' l•‘ 

-n is iheriiore >- 'H' 

erves (lainiin however sterna t'' a 

' new of the ca^e Whether lio wa-> the first 
'j so is however difficult to decide. The as 

* and illustrated in the Aiamksraselchara comes 
’ to (he aPf'ljrTifl ( II 34). for there the deSnitiou 



93 1 [ — » 3 * 

Jg— aPi^; ?n and th« lltustra 

tlon— 

wr«Tj(^Btinft«nft»’(anmF^^7TOTTOTO u 

Notw to ll, 33--Seo note («H) toll- 11 sboTe. Decauge nc 
otbeT Alainictra irtitor known to ua (except Vlmana) 
mentJona etifteiiwIl'Wi and because Db&maha criticise! 
the recoRultlanof thlseartetf.itwouldboperh&pnuufali 
to conclude that Rhameha must hare meant D&n'lin 
alone, eeclns that a vaei nmount of literature known 
to RhMnaha and o\cn mentioned by him b5! r>amo is nc 
longer avallahio to us 

Hotel to It. 33-34 ~sU«» No(« (0 to U 30 above The 
variety called sfaViWn It must bo admitted comes nea^ 
est to the «« can possibly distlDffuUb them from 
each other by luppostnR that In 9(*vbtbtin the point at 
tssoo Is the dtgres of trfiss or (tbo common 

{quality ) of the TPVTstrtx^iftrr and the «j*t Roth 
possess It nnd the moon is declared to bo not a match 
to the (see as far as the posseeslon of thU quality goes 
In sitlsVr sum# ijuatity of <)\tM(ties are stated whorem 
the 'IBI-' anil the nr* declared lo he equal to one 
ivUcitKcr 1>»I ai the eau.t ttinv an^tUvr •Ushoev qviahtv 
lv'|lse^sf■^^ lis ihe tn<i doited t th' '<*Ts u addiu 

Mro- 1 olHl.liOi t),.. -Iiuer. r.iv -f ihe 


li. 37 — J KspySdnrsa I ^ 

easier substitute for The word 

regarding which sec Nirufcta iL 2. 

(ii) As Dandin WniseJf tells us (ii. 3S8), this Tsrlstl 
was regarded by others as constitutirg a dlstine 
alaiukdra called BhSnjaha thus defines ani 

iJlustrates/t^ifi 44^5)~~ 





The stock example of this slamkitra is the one girei 
by Vlmana (is. 3. ».)— 

<T a rrTn i|i ?^T 'i 

(iii) As v s ^> pn respite Jnyfl qsi’ T W T ^; so varnWf 
Titr results in fH r r ^tnierrV? In the spsjts^lTflreinmpI' 
in iL 18 Is both rttra and T^, but Id dJffaren 
sentences ; whereas In smr'rrjfpwi In one and the lafflt 
seotence the face becomes both TnTM and Twnr. I 
moat be distlactly understood, howeeer, that if yester 
dar’s face (a compared vrith to>day’e face of the aanii 
}adf th*t beecmet »n orJinatr TW par* and e/mple 
In other words, between ijn the nrf?r and the rw* 
in the example under discussion there must bo ool) 
and not ^trsTTftiWtfT^f In the same way 

!ri4 »^rrf' r»r'''r*rsjr'j * 

viri n 

ihf mt C'jfitai.J an sf'TTrsnT, but i« mareir » e»TW. 

S' f ac^in d t* ver*-' K<v«ri by Dai<‘In later 

.. :76>- 

stT <r na r-* '■ro-s ' 

<’>>!' wtT d”'-^-rf 'J4 II 

r«/»f!'cg *hl'h I* '.brarTei ( le» *<!• t* <*!*“ 

na ' r-r^ 2*< fi-mi rt d 

tJ! ^ 'f,'ra^<iTrt'1' *tf rrPfl 

a ’^-rzar* — e.y-js'l' i»f an ersmpl* of ibis 




S5 1 


{ -JL 40 


( ir) In »Ithoogh ths face ia declared to 

bo without n pccT the fotm of the esecrtion isconcoteed 
outvardif in the manReeofaQ Where hou-eTer 

sTon this outward form U not proservcd that Is to* 
cognised b;^ ‘jnttru a» a distinct figure called shT? At 
ho says (p. 210 f . t «frn— 

JTTsnt er^: t 

it strtSJt *1*1 Mui rptn-^n “ 

sra \ This howeser 

is over-*uhUety fOr which .laganaStha has been taken 
to task by (he author of the Alamk&ia-kaustubha 
(p. m) 


Holes toll, 38>39— SoeHotelii) toii. 24 shore In regard 
to the illu'tratten pixcn fur stdwiftartm It has been « sit 
obsorred ( oneant the ruling that must be 
while srsTSRnn'Ci is not AtitPts )— »n 
STOWJ '4^ rji »w 

S»TrrT.r3Tth?<iwt.»»ifw«^wh<m^ rttt^ whtrf^awii- 
*tT4 SIT^J 5^ •r^rrrw r^t i 


Notes toll. 40-^ i) Compare Note (1) to 11.21 altorr. 
Gharata already tells us (xxi 4S) — 

»n T«}1 trrui e^»T*w • 

And hts examples in order ore— ^ niVHl tTOl- 

jliunnA s4''f{h. and orrsn. » 

Here of e>mr»o, m it' ini>>t pTtuiUtve form, the distinc- 
tion (^ made to de^wnd upuii whelher the TTSl^ or the 
3u4fl or both are in the *-inrular oi ihe plural gender 
Now nn'l’nn til <21 ir rtsa erta Tra' aud in nsniin's 
Riatemrot the itiotiii. ifu Wt>R.eii uj'iRi an 1 
IS this ill «f;sr a nuinUs of rr-r*'» are adduced in 
the h 'pe lhal in Ibeir eumulaii%e effeei at least they 
would »pproJiiiia!els con>e> ibe rsirni of the commoB 
OUalily possessed hr itw rVt% whirl ihrr are unable 
to do '‘ingly In SrW'IT’ • i» the .»lhec hard any t>)i* .'f 
(ha several nc^- is v.»n»*iv.d as lieiri„ adequate 
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""T v.'n 

r.52!fs=r“s-;s;=.-- 

,0 tut bl «>' ''"” 

(p.l7*l 


^P’ **'' - In 

■===s||iss» 

S’™ ’ M'w!’'™’ .'^ , 


,„..U..0-(‘> «n.T.H«>-''° '"'' 

Bh»r»t» ^1, ^ «^.T^ ‘ 

ht. “•";;;;" -n s- -' ”t,?„i...c- 

i" '■’f- ' „ ,.- »»" i””' -' "'• 

tion »' , ,w, ^irtKWlft' ' , nanilR* 

-S' "' t:!”.:." ’ n 

’.'.’r. I" ■C^,;,,”””™’*'"' "’•'.'.nhTt’.V."'- 

10 <lo yi”B*v ^ confn'^'* ** 
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(Iy) Jn W'lrjuww fcUljourJt tVn f*ri. i« d>>rU»<‘<1 »>» 
tii » Uhout R (liY f'lfin t(i« R*n'rl{'in I* r'-ti'f Iy*' 1 
cmtwiiffliy In tltr tnki>n»Y of nn t^i’ Wli^rf ),uwt fn 
•Yon Hil» outYnf4 form I* tmt j<rc»prvt<l llinl I* t»« 
cnfntrpd lijr Tm?'*! A« R t tj/itT* Vitp A» 

h« mjn (ji. 210 f. l-niirw’fHj i>/npi V >i'r i rmi— 

OMi- •J'i'i'4 v'i \ 

« *iM «Y ' *' 

Ml •im.ti'k j (4 j '-i i Ti,u lit.* »y»i 

If iiYpr rul.lli't; fAr y>)iIi li ),i»» )■**|| fpk«r> 

to lafk tiy (tin mtlitor of tt>* AtAf'.l ^rn-i I • 

(|>. 194 ) 

>SPf N..u(H)(..tl rijO.np Ji.m**.* 
(n til* Uto'URUoii vl»«-« f-»i '<*Ui '(• •H” It (ifc» t- p» •*'! 
j>|.»p*ymJ I •) padI »Iip riilmi' (li»1 •*■,!• a ». n*! I >. u «•.'» j 

Ytlidn t« ii'.l ••'4'i‘«is I -»i.i Mli.M'” 

IJ'Utim M'n'sl'l’' tl'll '1 • "W HAIM* 

'p'ti TT N M«i« Ui'K I Hi • 

(45 »n\*t‘r» f nrH’-l ••iJIY'H r «' 

NAtcftoJI 4n*Hit ««' *' ‘ »••»» 

l^llRTRtR nltPKi'V 4> > 

on’ 4 < »I Y P* * » Ml • 



ii. 40— J 


KavytUiaria 


f 

Itself to briog out tbs common qual<t 7 , and the wealth 
of illustration eerres merely to show off the poet's 


Notes to II. 4l — (i) The AlamkiSrasekbara thus define* 
and illustrates this varietr (p.31)— 

*31^ tR *nn— 

sftwTR ‘nir<I qtjN'-iin i 

It 

Notes to II. 42- See Note (i) to li. 40 above. The illust/a. 
tion in the text is based upon identical hut 

this is not essential With good example 

oftRHbnrr is the familiar stanza— 
nm f¥n 
p^Tf nx^i i 

9 f'ty ftr^iPi •Rif'i 
ft: f-k 9 flpnf'i Otjt h 
T he gives also the followlos example— 

Tn-iihmta • 

appareMly ir . , .cries i.a>ecJ upon f.WRPfrnpriJ which 
»J /Its I- '< 9i<4N(r t.y the author of the 

'Jtt M r>) 

<J'I« 'l'4I <11 S^IITI I 

'HI Da; III! 't.«. U4,' fni> •4(un« what (s known as 
isr.^'Wi jsfJii » . hr th' a IJJI JO) as— 

ffU'l (ff-'ics W I 

.?• au-r f »5Wi HH' II 
an J thus ilJ'jsifvCsd t>r '•** •’ll— 

f1 fu^ 9't-s 9* iKsf^rUfi t 

.y'fR't •'t’^rr4 rr-r « 

F‘}t other vsficltrs ss* r'nfr't' PP Ifllff and wttff- 
a p? 11'' 


Kotst to n. 43->45 — (I) Bf VTTtr DAndIn seems (o have 
meant a complete utterance of a thought setting forth 
all Us relations: in other words a picture with all 
appropriate details and bsek>ground. The face, the 
eyes, and the teeth fom one set as against which is 
placed the lotus, the bees, and the pollen In the first 
example; and similar corresponding sets are present 
In the second example And when in this manner an 
sirrrfrsT en^< is compared with another similar 
with the trifling subsidiary distinction of the 
presence or absence of an additional Independent STTT 
for each ar?7?— the result is a ipturuT'ini- ffetico it is 
that after dividing TTips as show n below— 

3TJI 


r 





I { 




L_ 

I I 


the author of the Alomktrakaustubhn cites stanza 
ii 4S as an example of ihiftm. the compTnson b*. 
tween one pair of and yigy leading un to and 

depending upon (he nrst |>.iir 


(III In the two ezampiea »f O’tmf'W’ gisen by 
Uandin tlie emriS'n iwlwtrii the various pa'rt of ji y a g 
and 37^9s in each is clesri} felt althoiuti n-H actually 
expressed Bat it i« not nbxdutely nece^sjr\ that 
there should be this sr’Wiihn everywhere The sr^nr- 
cites the following where there is irrrcwlir— 

■ S,nrySUn4| 



KSryndnria 


r« 

(111) It is p«rhap< Be^v«f arr to drasr attenthn to 
(act that rTThsrr tUfTennt tnm f ' vnJV'- '- i*'' 
ju«t ■(»cn what ♦ H'y^Ttji Is Th# nature of rr?^ 
her. nes eyldeat from the clrcucnatance that If Is dl** 
tiDjjuMhed from what Is called tiv : » T ;s r and !r7T*T*^ 
(fi-'llowine Kudrata) or from Ts yw (followinc Ilec*- 
chandra) T"**! helnif *Rr*rt*5"*=rsrrj*f^ The etof^ 

•xamfl'' of r (tieeo bj V'lmana Ir— 
rnmfnT^fsJWfT: 

r^f r - if t t 

irwr^d 

rrt»a/l'r fT^t/Ti » 


ffotee to IZ. A th<>iiith In this vsrletf the rrwf |* 

tl»s7« implie-i sr»l never artuallf etprtssed, (her* 
tiiuirf fi" rwrsfs'^c present. Dandln I* pttknp* JejitI* 
nsl in «>•<«* fits "wii general e'>nceplion of 779*, In 

• t rsKirdin^ /* es a distinct Alaffiktra. Il Is 
I i t*c ^ -‘t—t «« surh hr truf, and <n. The 
' < r'ns/ « •r,s«ti«/r Ji.fsfso's es t > ihe msnnsruf Isiplf' 

aj » • - *-4 ««•;■/* ‘ess-rs -irbf f»tc7^>'snrrf^. r*,feH< 

.,{ » a , ,1 <W>y>ve) upi<ri which l.he 

u r'li^ur •/. 1 rr>t turns It elso 

' .... .<"> t. iTire r'«« Ut a new 

• ssi'. • s<. ‘'s i>rt> er/needss this 

*« .•'ss^er wrtJ 'ft *T "se* ve* *» 

. - • i* » t i" - jt .j t „ I 

I—- • > <.» wr«.i ffe>. « fJs'.fJnV 



V9 J Xofn t — »• <9 

(HI) Some remarks of (h* wTT^TifiWr on thi* atanra 
are r5»o worth Quoting — sTJrtrfWT t s^wi?’ nriT^^f 
«rTnr7;ir5f>} I «3 *(«i^ ero >nft i 

>? V3 srpa flTt » 

rf^a^^(lii69)i vTP5-aqnf5qi^ fTT4(v J.>fr»Tw 
rjerii I »'«jrsTwr=TW.*»» r^ i 

nrsrjfiiri »nft » riKnr'i »nn aqw< fif^- 

VfrrPfnvS^On^t *» » In other 

»» ordi'W’^W't rnft^nwf rfnjt fn^«n i 

(it) In order to (;(r« «denua(« account of a number 
nf derlcea other Ibao Tim and hr •xptessing 
ktoidarltf between two ihine^ D>iu;a hn* invented a 
newalamkkrs ea1te(]mp}»rr?nr«« which ha thus deOoea 
and divide* n« 3t>— ^ 

T im^V T W^ mwrfiPinrefM flv « 

-TTfflsvre jrirnm n -ivc ' 
sri^>fw •neewx'or^ •« n 
'jiTiPn r^s-tV*! UHitt ■ 

.irrj-i'ir’, •j'prh b^'ti n 
•»»-) M'*tv*-a»-< 'J*H • ‘-riffM • 

1 III' III . ’ n .r« B< oMiliKly W 'Ut'l <h.Oui> fur 
I <J ’ - 1 lit. luhVirika- f If llii va^ll•lI^ 'iih 

iin i-i ii« f i^r j'»« »/j i/ni ih. illii'tr ill oi' full iwtcl 



li. 50“^ J KUvyUdarin [ 

Id /T^ipr^wr 21) 

B similBr presenCatioa of th« similsrity , only * 
number of ^53 were adduced to bring out the 
between the same 3'nir and j ww ; while m tbe ei* 
ample before us a number of ^3 are adduced to bricK 
out the ?iTig’ between one and the same 3Tipr an*) * 
series of 37ifRs with which it is to be compared.—A* 
in ^2|TJIT (ii. 40) orJiTBlTw (iL 42) a series of auccessife 
3W^s are here given but that upon which this 
variety primarily turns is the presentation of the 
in the form of a It is perhaps not essestiai thst 
the (and the awits) in a always mors 

than one 


Notes to II. S1-S6 — ( 1 ) Like gers the ^s have been most 
elaborately treated by Indian AlamlcSrikas They have 
been named and classified according as they belong to 
syllables, wocd-i, senteacee, sense, sentiments, and 
alamkdras A detailed treatment of these is given >n 
the SShityadarpana vii. or K&vyaprak&sa vii. Liasdin 
affords a treatment of them in this place and later in 
ill 12S'’185 In regard to the Npamsdosbas our Sans* 
krlt Commentary supplies the needful supplementary 
Information from Vimana, Bhoja, and other writers. 

(il) The extra line in il. 86 which uo have enclosed 
In square brackets, like a number of other lines and 
verses, is clearly an interpolation , buthavingbeen once 
accepted in the edltio princeps of Premachandra and 
80 passed on into works of reference it would have 
been most inconvenient to omit them and so change 
the subsequent verse^numboring In one place (ii- 
153-163) where a transposition of stanzas was felt by 
us to be on critical grounds absolutely called lor we 
have for the same reason transposed the Btan/:a» and 
retained their orlgioat vorse-numboring. believing 
at nobody would grudge us giving credit for being 
•’ 1e to count the numbers from 158 to 163 correctly 
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Note* to n. 37-65— {|> D«ndln*a ]i«t of words f* 

find h in anT <•«*« borrowed from him by most 
rubsequent nritore. and natural}}’ with vanattons 
and attempts at rontpletfon Thu* the MTtrTT*t* 5 M 
supplies words like q*TStT. «l?t. and their synonyms, 
AQd eren tbo )fe< sariaofs add one or two more A* 
the matter Is not xtry vital ws did not think it neces- 
sary to go into all these later lists with a \icw 
to determine the text of DandiD's list, especially as it 
would have been Decesiaiy not only to refer to (he 
printed edition* but even (be Ms material of these 
other alamkfira works. 

(lu) The colophon (and other similar colo- 

phons (o mark the conclusion of the treatment of an 
alamkira with a number of subdivisions) is conerally 
civtn in Mss. «i(h omifston of and substitution of 
synonyms like rrrw etc for ^ and other small vari- 
ants 0 have li;nored the variants and havefenerally 
followed best Ms. authority in ffiviivr the eolrphonsor 
onjittins them 

Note* to II 66 — til 7 tie name -‘f tii' ticurs is thus explain- 
ed- «?' 1 i iw rWl 

Hi' tvitf ■ It'ipnia *'a- i.- he csccf«l/« dw- 







il. 66 — J IClivifidaria ( 10 

(with the further sub-dlvfsions of 3 *r, 3f3*saBi 
f%7?) maf roughly correspond to Wia 

is known os with its two sub-dfvislons o 

3f^.4^rf and 5?^^ are practically one with Datdb’ 
(ii 93) and (11. 87), while the suWW 

si'ons based on simple or serial arrangement Dardi: 
does not recognise at all. 

(viii) The Alamkirakaustubba observes (p. 2^8) tb# 
some attempt to make out a variety of call*' 
on the analogy of the ^T^JTryfTOT described 1 

ii- 

?TW — 

This however is regarded by the majority of Alain* 
karikas as Compare the familiar oxainpl* 

ofit— 

After a long and technical discussion the stti^rt'MQd* 
«r? decides against the acceptance of the 

instances quoted for II being merely those of 
See tiirther our Notes to il 34S 
(ii) Wo have said above (Note in) that in n Riipaka 
ihe common property can never be expressed ns rt 
'ujiiiiKiii {iici>rrtij For a common thing lins to bo 
'harid bj more than one while in a *T7: the twijt and 
ure Loncoived os but one thing Ail lh<' same 
• flic r« IS siwavs a common property impliod jn the 
■ ery f> k»ih ,jt the JtTfPi required for and If (his qq 
13 ecu, ru33,'d as belonging to 4'iqW alone, or prinnirily to 
the 3if?M in(3 Bccondarlly lu a sort of a reflex fashion 
tu JT-r^. ( ,i( dove not violate the requirements of the 
iin'c're ('on* i Jer for example the lllustrntlon in ii. 87. 
Tfiv compound word *mi*^ le to bo dissolved hero la 
a manner »u as to give more prominence to eti^ (I. e. 

according toPinlnl II. I. 72) and therefore 
the adjectives r7Ti»(hfi?i*ir? and must be 
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n. 9^— I Kflif/flititri'i I 

nf'Ti -^Tin nn<l fTTTr/«rf»TR are quite (Ii-*tlrirt on the ifV 
face of them no attempt need be made to dIstj'n?aHi 
the one from the other 

(iii) But W0 must leam to clearlr dfstingufsh 
'7^'^ from the figure ar75^^ as Dandi'a defioea It. T® 
Inter writers the two are undistingulsbable. Soa< 
think that in the Rupaka varlet7 ooe dharmla as s 
whole la negated and another asserted In its piste, 
while in the aljinkxra called there fa the 

tion of a certain dbarma of the dbarmin and the 
axertion of another instead This, however, will 0®t 
hold m the case of wt TT gft (ii 308). A better dif- 
ferentia would be what is supplied by the adjectist 
TjrffiH^pjr^^Krx} m the definition, which euggesls tb»t 
the negated (a?^. TJim) and the asserted (sfgfT?, 3’77r») 
things ought to have a similarity between them. Thi* 
IS not (he case in the figure insf^ where anything 
be negated and another asserted in its place ; op. 9r^ 

Notes to II 96 — (ii Regardiog tbe sub-divisioos of Hdpakh 
Rhamaha says (ii 22)— ^ I IS'fl 
I CVnaequeotly when DanJtn mentions is* 
numerable varieties of Riipaka as being current be 
must have hid otberN than BbSmaha in his mind. 

Notes to II. 87 — (i) In the various definitions of Dlpaka 
that are in the held two or three issues have been 
rained In the hret place, is it necessary that be 
ha^ed upon sinjjIa/Jty ' Bfiarata, Dandln, BhSmafaa, 
Hhoja, the author of VSgbhatilainksra, and Visva* 
natha are quite nilent on the point Rudrata regards 
Dipaka as a matter-of-fact figure and not an 

sogeg figure Udbhata explicitly demands rrmr (p 14}— 

■af55lJJd>Wrvi»tf ffl II 

while Vitnana (iv 3 18— fttp). Ruy- 
yaka (p 71), Mammata (p. 775— tTTtfwg HprraTrtnj- 



sm), »n.lJai{&nnailia{n 322— 

>07^). do tha samo thing; though Mammatai lor 
instance, admits n vatletr of t(rTT (the so-called 
i^tTf) where the ent^ U not in evidence. In fts much 
however as every Dtraha demands one word ryntactl- 
colly related to more than one sentence, we can 
always regard the thing connoted by that word as 
the nmt, and so we need not make much of the condi* 
tlan about the eTrTR being n*^, as Rayyaba puts 
it. The next i^HUe raised Is about the that are 

said to po'srss the «)t7 common gg. Most writers 
Insist that the be partly SFt »nd partly sn^ but 
they must not be all either nn alone or swpi alone 
Tilts last, according to them Is a case of (see 

Nats (I) to It 48, above). Now D-atidh Is not parti* 
cular on this polrt: hi* examples suggest that he 
admits all Sr^s (e g 11 100), all rraT^i |e g. 11 101), 
and some and aome arins is.g 11 09) Regard- 
ing lltfl dlsflneflon between and tb« 

following extract from the (p J9C-297) 

may be said to be the last word on Iho controveray— 
W7 <nTn*j r.wiCif*i-sramPd4a'> ^nrg 

wiai-niitnT';a antamsawT^i- 

a5?«iufu<>n.->ss«^T7fl Uirg-nitm-vii^ 
sT'sraj'^Mf Mrnifras} t^-t y^allhirr!! tpjl t 

yjjvirdvai W Bidl-UJd jnsr; nTa=^7 ' 
aratfTTrvum-rt «mat du^nT’ • 
t:sTl5a fhtd) <1 

AVI — 

•irtf'i <•! ^*^'4 i-.n 1 

•iWir»iT7rina^a «l<>ro;r5d< *t;i fss-t « 

tf> Mf«r. »nsg^-tJn t»»l W-mO ><\x 3 

flTUrth'vif^ y'Wt <:♦. I 

<ii) A large nuintwr >■( varieties of Dipata are eon- 
ceiial'le DanJin hrsl give* a tour-folij diMinetion 
based upon the same principle at In il IS and then 
gives three sulw arteiies und.r each accordiuK to the 
position of the eo.niroa word KegarJta,: (I 1* last 
prlneii’le of sul>.divi»iun Jagannat* a reraatistp CJT)—'' 
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\lli 

I ajwpn 

t — Uaeamata aad others, as before ob- 
serrcd, admit a Tarlety called defined io lb* 

(p, 891) 

illustrated by (r*. 520) as— 
tlHl'ffMRl SfrtJfl*) 

ftm fr?J^ m I 

3f?j^ ?rf»^ cT^* 

miRfa »nfti ?*7^ »mft » 

In cunnaetiun wtth this variety another aimllar gtt’ 
tiiitous principle of siib'diviaion (not enunciated b? 
Danilin) turns upon the ease of the common and 
a<. we have Dipakas of tA ■*4. -fr^. »<3Tt^t, »rTr’W> 
and —all ■•everally illustrated in the snlt'tii^d 

pp ^'Ji ff lietrardlftt; triffivs Jayaratha remarki 
)«i7t'»n7*^-fT5inrfrrMii'r*wvT^iWf;Ffnr'Tgsnrfi* 
fT^ w ^ < -rf^ ur'j'tnir^'tfiTT f.g itpfl r ^ ' w» rgr> »nfl ' 

Hiniiltr remarks are also passed by Jagannltba 
(pp 1t'i> The varieties illuetrateii by our author 
in II lO'J ii 111 ■■ 1 1 1 >re an attempt to combine (be 
•f^lv >••»»<( eitJi the'^r-iisi .»f some other fiijufe or mod* 
<f «ei.r<issi /o wtjiiw variety and Other chalO' 

variaEies an slievr^ t>.> soperadiled to almost every 
SKUr* /f spee^ h This tiairiksra is liable to ffTfX^' 
(1 liairaced ■>y /siraiinVtha, p 3/11 f.J which 
Uiasss trie syuia-ii »• relation rather UlfilcuU to 


Nrteetoli HH 103 i, I n • irsl line of (i 09 eeern* Io 
ne>« «« ■ «i« .. thirst • >1 t<y II. t.«iirj,(i( The elephant* 
• re .t .yorta lr>« « ,y . w tr <l«|.|)«{its arnt li-lt *iliv 
*• ( 'r»4s.,./eo r « ,1 « U, 


NsteetsXJ 101 lO*! r,/ Tae liednelPio between the 
P-paSa seriety i 1 .et/ete-l i/. |i |'y, and the Citur# 
...xtrexei ih ii lii 35| e.^o.iste fn the 
fa-'t fiat wti.'e f *>f bae t» be e l eeverallf la the 



li. Ua— 1 Knrnft/i,ri', I IJ' 


. repetitions cannot bedlsp'rsofJ with, while la an J^T*^ 
, the sense of the passat'o 'hxjs not oitTer by iloirg swaf 
with the repetitions, fi' other wor'l«. «•**> ^ 
turned into a <tTC whll** cannot be so traos- 
, formed. 


Hotel to 11. 120— (1) Different »Iews about the nature ef 
Akshepa are current and naturally the de/inltlons ol 
this hguro differ from writer to writer, Daudlo's d*- 
hnlelon — ”~Is the simplest In the field an^ 
of widest application As JeRnnnJtha (p. 424 ) remarks- 
g i ' ft* 

sjrt*rf^ rf>?7=frf^ rrarr^ »T^''5rs>juHrr; j Other* 

delimit the held of this niaiiikara to the negation d 
the TWR alone AeV-Mmanafiv 3 37) says— 
iTsYt* ' y a jUfi/p Tm . as he explains the 


Sfitra in his Vritti Virnaaa e example le — 
fllOf ipld fit 

1 ? ^ ^ ^ >r 15 ; JTO fftssrsTis > 
fi ?r 

ft ni d 

Tins te the same as 3dlVtt4*rr which Mammata (p 8W) 
thus defines and explains— 

JWWijsfHtRli ' 

ST II 

sfW 'if ?f5 ai^finB tn: TTuratfrfs?^^ «r^ 

^vi^iaifR'Tirr 3'wi*u>irf3f4njr sr^r^rnfga^airrf 
B'T TfinfFrrw^rafrffrtffSnm adia q i As we have 

seen Mammata’s second PraKpa is tbs same as Dandm’e 
(ii 17). while Dandin a a f^^ - dwi In 34) per- 
haps comes nearer to the first kind The afh^VTH^ 
recognised by the fstanza 16i) Is of 

course a different species altogether 


(il) Others introdnce other delimiting conditions. 
They say for instance that while arrs>7 Ig a afcjWh® 
It ought not to be a res) downright aPl^. The thing 
intended ought to be vonvayecl (In an even more 
telling fashion) bv the apparent denial of it. As 
the Aiamkarasarvasva (p. 114) clearly puts it — 




»nrjA n’i 

S5t > —At toBhavlihT®' AV^htpi U In to t'** 
noted thftt it Is not t1i« rftina as tlie vefletr 

of the other lehooU In that »a»iety 
whereat here It It the thing that inidht liari’ef *" 
future that U attempted to he averted by anticipation 


Notes to 11 . IST'ISO-*!!) Compare the llluklralion rI’*** 
in 11. IS? with the Illustration of Ylroilha In II 
Most rnodern wrilcta wLuld regard f>nth as rare* of 
Vlrodha It will however lie observed that while 
the sccund Una of it. 13< ie enooeh to maVe It bites* 
ample of VlroJha, U le tha first line with ll« denial “f 
‘ tcndemckf* that maVea the verse an esamrla ‘'I 
Akahepa, 

111) Tha prinelpte underlyini; ihesp too sarleiies li 

the eame at that fn U 1V16 

Kotd to 11 iat.]92-><t> The ciantple t» of tha nature of 
an attempt to deny atiactualb eslsttriR fault and the 
consequcnl fear The epithet ai^u It lo l«c noti .t 
Now in a Vlbhtvana lii 199) there is a negation of tl » 
eiuse hut an assertion of the eheei Icndlnp t>' a 
nuessinR of tome anhsidiarv eause Here tliere l» a 
neiratlon of the liwa oi |>(ii>rt|'Kl I laustic^ui I't * 
llVewlse a flryiirn.w of the efiect t rtsn i In *(lJiii'*ii 
there I* an assecti<in of sutH>rdii<ar« rausis «>! Ivai surh 
at'et'ori etc logeiber whh aavpatu-ii of thsir spret ‘U 
(car Thus fear is an eflect «l I jrjMt’r* ' »* wc'.l »• 
<il ^ arevevtw ). and it the prtnr.pai c»u'» u said 
to l>e lackina there »s i.othina unu.ual it ili* rt*u’i 
not follow Irresi-rCllVe ol whettvr ll.e sul r.'.rtle 
causts ai* or are not prvsvnt < v.i smuci.t!- f'reo »- 
Chandra's atleiKpi to distlneaisb U u I puts (r ni ' b* 

» an» (whieb IS rsprodneed in nurb-aosWilt iVo i r 1 1 »'' ' 
ts not verj R.UC*- eallel < •» TS-e r- i' > ’ ’ • 

Utuitriilos n tl s «*. ,t ss - 1 «.t . ■ 

tsntt ‘■T tbs l •<-si 




1 


A'**-* { ~Si. iS6 

(Hi «h(cli conibinM moet of <).cs<' prahlb{« 

iJ<>n*TnTkt}cR mill acids soiiis mote of its own (p 309)— 

HI 5riW5(;H|4 tm iP4 

aynt jmPt t 

fii ft. Htn ii 

Our readers are probabir atreadf famtlisr with th* 
cUksiciI psss&Ro In this strain from the and of th« 
Purrirdha of Bsna'a K&dambart 
(to RrgardinK the tUustration of (U. U?) 

Bhoja observes (p «?i— an irnfl I’Pnfii 

a>l=Tr}5?r5r{(Ht eitwrai HJpriRiirasi *1 

ft errsi^ r^ ( 

(lit) Regarding the illustration of enH^tbt (it 142) 
Dhojs ob'erres (p 421)— an *TO r’W *PoPl 

•*si w ‘fUf j»JTfW 5 jwt«R *OTTWJ(tRr>j 2 ft gild 
I The AlaiiikSrasarrassa passes Ihs following 
comment 00 the same etaotafp 120)— an cnrft^CPm 
awjfW.ctwrfte.HTiftjfTceiyW « " wnii atftv 

t me ascTWPP^ aWTHWtM. 

HSift rmaXRftrtlf^J- 

e'TH.ttftteeecTTlSstr « 

(II ) Regarding (he iliustratiun of s’fftin (i> 14<> 



..■'•• I i-b'. 

&Tt (hil Hlft » 

(v) The two btancas about mSKH (iU 1S5, 156) are 
{'lobnbtf iiitcriiulatioDb Our oldest Mss. J and K 
Diuii (liciK. utid (be fact that the Madras edition takes 
ttiein before tbu two stanzas dealing with ipiT^ pointa 
lu iho same conclusion. The interpolated ttanzu 
were naturalltr placed at the end of a series deaUng 
w th the same theme We had to retain them in the 
leal so .IS not to dksturh (he nuntlmrirg of the edUlo 
I'ftiicei" 










;".. s«"«’- — ,^v.wi'*.’’‘'””''''d 

.. 10 B. 

'"“"'I'^lolM ''"" j w <1'“"’" “v“'? 'to I'oe'" 

' M '"V", .n rAto»'> »’ “ v“ l» " 

,_, .oth*'*” M. VkW'^*' , T\»t 

r"i' O' 

* .».«f »*«>'*»' * 

rV'.-"' rr». >'■•■'’ r; otv;. . •' 

' ' .h. con’r'*'* .% 


; ;" io'"" ‘"I, voo-," :r. 'oo-;," ; 
'’“",,0 0'"”' "■'o'^..". ■’■' r .'•'■»•' 

'"’« .r. lo*"'" 1. 


"" 'oVo.-'"*!,';:' .oo 

to «■• >■"'■■ .- 



-U It? 


here I* „f ■ cofroboroHo’' 


l* 3‘’'“»*.^’ecaJneo"®7'";,.eorrobor*t‘o»‘ 

ir> ) l''“ ^ w^itfAv tn ,am OT Rn*\"KI' 

i . ".""'“^rrnn «.. a .. ^ r. 


M» "’ "" ,,.a (,„ v'a'TT'®' 

, 1 .4a>M*«'* "?“ i>«"" "'“ 

•I'" . 1^4 V” .»i-i 

.,„ l.t*”®*'”* '" 


l»TV*» ' 


...»<-- 

»?> t • '' • Sot»» " 

P*TVK»'*' f*t. Vvr.*= 

\ -1 1 Vt-'» ‘ ,.ki <«*-t 


no»b»' 




ii, 175 J IdvsSdaria I 

little to distinguleh tbem from the next pair. 
however not absolutely necessary that all thetafletie’ 
go by pair, it would perhaps involve Jess forct^ 
interpretation if j&i is given the usual inlerprBtat'<3S 
of the use of words in two senses. The word 
upon which the entire paint of the corroboratiofl 
is so used in ii. 174. Other sulvvariotieS) it 
may also use paronomastio words; but in 
variety it ia the most important word that is so 
Compare Cb— ^rtSpRiyv;^ t ^ 

gvpTjTJi -4 saih * 

1 

(ii) In ii 175 the is made up of a proposUi’’® 

which erobracea a i^?ru and it is corroborated by 
other proposition which also embraces a simiJsr 
The two propositions, as wo understand m»t{eri,*t* 
both particular. It would accordingly be an iflstsJ' • 
of |RP?T in other writers: but Dandin tvouIdolassHy 11** 
stnir^tssfin because the idea of corroboration iievIdenJlf 
the Uadmg ideaof the.7*t<r-i If tbo Idea of rfW •'*” 
thu more prominent one it would be, according 1* 
I’aii-li/i, It case of nfrnrspnr. We consequently 
i.iLifti; the word tti the sense of ‘a good brub* 


Note* to It. 170-lY — (J) Tho distinctive principle und^f 
ly HiK the last four vailetlos is very elusive In U- 1^® 
ttie (and not the nleo ns in ii 

invc.lve. Home one doing stanethlng impiopcr «-» 
oKainit one a nature. In it, 177 both the mM and *1'® 
pr<jposii(uiia (Kvolvo Che doing of an approprial® 
atU'yii in 11 I7H the action in Iho rfnvjf IiioposUion i* 
atorjani l>jt one ugsnt but dlBcurdarit for another 
n^siit, eiKl III ii action Ii iJiscordaiit for onf 

ag«iit ju ) ihereforu accordant for another ogont. 

..1,0 t. ui OBrsuiicl or 

eipIsto f-J’ rf’-i-M' ip'flf.: W't‘^1' 

4,*! 'TT’/e ' The print |« In, Mever drbntable. 





K&tn 


!-n. 1 B 4 


Ruyyakft ( r ) esplftlnt tho twint o( the etatnple of 


■ s • ■ fi 5 

. • ‘M' “ • ^ 1 ■ and 

VIsTanSlha the authon>r»nrp?l 5 T^ elde with the older 
school while JacannStha follows Mamraata The 
followloR full extract from iha {RRim ( pp. 3.12-33} ) 
will make the poeltioc on either side quite clear-> 
sPTtI gTJTWTJIJPirq 5ft st ff qiwiVjTj. 

PHT I aPrir^ ^s^rKWif'if'TpqJti %f 5 tqq. q^fi. 

*p5T^JTrt>nt35rrtJrrtift> q^*Tq vsrrl »TThA 


*»j?TT 3 rf*TT!rT-i^ rj 3 ^' 3 ^« 

i^t^i «T^' aw tji *t nir»wV**wi 5 ft I ft 1 3^nR*!3"o* 
aiarf^ww 5 - ttrjRvwihqf't^ri^ 
'trtii yh ' cm* 

fiqeriafWhTJi » 

aTSJTOi ftl&'Tsi *iqt irT(^<'w> 5T3 sm 

srf>i^^ 9 it!rfnni*-iji 3 Tsn^ • 


Kotes to n. ISl-ietHO As we have seen ( Hole (III) to 
it IBO ) it hai been customery to bare, alone with 
and 'PW Vyatireka, e(^q Vyatireka with the three 
■ ub'vnrietios depending upon the manner of csprett. 
Intt TPT^. e'cb with further two-fold difTereotiatlon 
depending upon the presence or absence of s>q The 
three ^ rarieties from out of these six are declared 
lobe impossible Seye Uddyota on^ Ktryapraktta 
pradlpa ( p t?3)— tftf 1 Tp’W'lw'it •qf-’^ew 

*Tqa!TPtgf- 4 Pl aj iTtrt'r't • trf ^>«qnjmk *TT^>rtk 
To which may H added the conduslon of 
Jejannilha— t»ii n wj'^r'aaTi 

• y" 



li. 185— J 


KSvifild/iria 


(IK 


Notes to n. J85-188— (I) The«e three rsrjetie-* a" “ 
attempt, after CaccliD’c inaDQor, to combine the 
of this figure with that of some other figure or fi?nw 


Notes to 11.188 — (j) x« before obserred ( Note (ili) 

180 ), includes what is called rrr’TT?^** 

well as Regarding th is dfstioction Mafn*oa'a 

notes (pp, C6t S.)-nTV17^' 3*5^4WM'iT3rfii^ 

?p»r3n\ «Hf 3TJIT I iT!t (qr* V. U 118^ 
M w g»Tq.j7m7T^5 pq fn 5^=5^ 
rqr?r ^ ^ riw {rrt‘U 

UC-i 3;^^TnpfiPiftf-t »Tr;*q»q 3nv^3''qil^t^^* 

qr7i5» arffi 1 rm. 3 ^ feqr (qr* V'. L 115) 

^’Trq tfX- (1 In g'fremwfyq the is 

together absent 


Notes to 11. lflO-192-<0 Compare fL 190 with It 2i- 1“ 
the Utter fiir^ Jtism eniphallcsll/ decUtet the 
»rir*^ In the former only the vlr Is stated aod the 
/TTfsd Is left to be inferred. It should also be noted 
that li 22 mentions a elrcumstaace that can be regard* 
sd AS mr*i-^q^j while the wiS7j?if{ oi II 190— by an easy 
ehangs Into TTdnf^ and even without it— can con- 
stitute an TTtprmi?'! 

(il) On 11. 191, which Nhoja quotes, he obserre* 
ip. taih-ofq <fsrqnffnqi:3trTipr*Tr'tW' t»l^'?fqir?r7q)*!7iTn' 
M ffq^Fr rj'd 9diq*r-i'rr'tTtr’<Tf»utef^'^f 1 


iotei to II. 183-188— (I) The essence of a con' 

alsti In the fact that lo Itsrhat l« offered at a or 
dUtlogulshlng cfaareeterittle between tbs TTm? and 
the 7147 hss In It an element of n'tjq. The fl’fje how- 
ever J» euTieleotty eubducd to allow the •TTS-ff^ togsln 
hold upon Our mind at feast in the first Instance 
Uboja observes on IhU etanza as followa (p.305)— 




»1.196—] Kilr^^tarta f 

(It) a better way of unrforstnndinf; the 
would probably bo to reji^ari] il. 191 os forminK one eiJO- 
pie of with jR(bTirra( =rrwT:|;7m)»TTKr Tha^" 

311IR — 

5P^tgWi7®T— Sfe. which U opprehonded first(j^d) 
'Hf: 

— si«TiWtf?5ff. Ihls is opprehenoefl 

as an afler-thought 

The only difficulty in the way of this interpretation w 
tbe two dual locatives (or genitives) connected by ^ 
u 195 The locatives can be translated by — 
the moon and the baiisa, m r^'ijard to sky and water. * 
difference etc " , and q could be regarded as explati” 
Bhoja, It must be added, favours the earlier interpre- 
tation His remarks on this stanza are (p- 30^ 
STS( 1^/ ^55?*nft 3»WN_j 

5W ^ JPTrWHUTVlW 

I 

Notes to II 197-198 — (i) Bbo)a remarks on this illnstrs* 
tion as foKow' (p J03)— s{5| fTJR' 

I I 

(ji) This stanza is made to support the weight of * 
chronological argument for the priority of Bins* 
Kadamb.ari over the KavySdarsa of Dandm— a weight 
which It IS too weak to sustain , for, even though tb® 
conclusion be sound it should not be supported by s® 
unsound argument Peterson (Daiaknmar.t, First Eq 
tion, Preface) and Fandil Maheichniidra NyayoratD* 
before him (A 8 B . Proceedings 1887, p. 193) regsr® 
K&vyadar^a li 197 as a reminiscence of B5na in bU 
Kadambari, S 8 p JOi, 1 16 ) — ^ 

^ ' NothlnB 
need hinder us, as far as the two passages alone at® 
concerned, from regarding the RSdambarl idea as a® 
elaboration of that in the Kavyfidarsa. More probably 
the two are quite independent of each other 
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^ -1 t ♦••»«'» ' I 

'i-*-**f •'-»•''» « —••» * •’ 1 

«•* f» »»('•» 

f.iit Ir> <rfr*;ni' 

f >» p>n» !•» S ! 

<n *5 ‘f ‘'i 

I iri I ■/ *'if» 

att oa)’! •?■»*« <l'i >'-»( • 

r9f«mtr( !)» >'( •<< V 

lit** not ffS-iglUn cni 

wM-jh l?ii a*?* 

a:r‘<r.rr'»»'.'n''; N * «*,j 

much Ja ••!.• 

of eonelmioft •'»'*< •• <■ 

«ffTVtf^ I •! fP \‘-t J»t 1 
• '(I 1 rr/fir;*; rjk?.— » '14 • . f r 
iljitttinenl of (.‘lo «:••« '<■»* i •< 
cijieii We tviet ’’lo irt 

Ip 530», )Cav«]a; tn-tn^k »l».4 
({Itibara (pp JT3 il >, VJ » ».fv 
aoJ Sibitraora. (pp Jta-f 
livi For (uf) •liviato..' •, 'x 
II 20S beliivv StiPta Kti (4 I 
Which <p 

»jr77”r^i^TT^nri 'iS"i >. 

g ^a^ ’tTT w ‘ M' 

r^»j it- 

f-n~.*n-rrp • 

fgrgift r?5iitwi II 


f •» '' '-■ • 

■-. >,se 

» I I ' * 

iU» 

v/^ b»'*» 

■ f It* J 

. »Tt 

ni 

tw 

I ?T**< 

, . nueh erti' 

.. . . ‘UtATV- 


; 'ail*' 






ii 2M — ] Kat^Saria 


[ n« 


BbSmaha (ii. 81) and Udbbata (p. 40) — 

^T- ITdbhsta) 

5nn (JTP Udbliata) fl 


Hemachandra Ip. 264) — 




Vagbbala (p. 37) — 

Vamana (it 3. lO)— 

and Bhoja who, besides quoting Kavyadarla IL 41( 
and ii 24'', qJTes the following extra eharsctBrltstJon 
of the hgure (iv b2. 13) — 

'fi ^ qrni «nr.*i a riqm ^n'rcT^i*'! • 

•r-iT w r qf '^ q ' afsn ii 

3xriT''»:iT art 'turjyiHi H-f ’ 

s/wrs??r%<Tq» q*t ^ f( 

mi It 19 'during tbe process of dlTlsIoa and lub* 
n I the ;> '•.•ihle bTperbolle statsoieats of • 
thing t ir " 9* U'Plel*' i» by (KuTalsT** 

'SO!*!' Ii . / . iCi into ( rjTir'W^^J 

• wjrr-^I^Vrr. g^arf-irTT^i*^. 

-r-r’*- . t y •• --'‘n ihe later idea of lb« 
‘ 1 r-'.'j’- -, -.d-r-tMHi by Slammata co35« 

i' ir- • ;. - - •. .9^ .uter ilivm m-definltloni 


Me-.i-tjais tp 7<jJ, 

'jifc’’-' Twy y 'm i 

cT^c-s c’;w'**'i e c^iv q u 

.TNc'wq I 

M <1 

ViftAiiSin* s ir 

ri'Tr-'..' e -jr-r « rrr -1 N 
ti jj r <j> • ' •!• I pi let In the ifiatter— 

Vi •<•*1*- - tn^i ^ I fi'j'jat ff 
*x» < "T M***' 





51^, V w® fV , ,. tti. t'O- 

I>«^« 1„ ., ■"“f * ,* W' « ‘ ‘ ,„.i »»■> 




I A***:ij, bJ UO»‘- 

«;« " uv 3 

gj-irH'.'''*j\_»^I«P«^'” , -» rer^*- „^ni6« 

^ ^od*"* ther* "’“*** 8 1''*”^'°^*'*^ 




it il4— I Karvm‘Jrt'‘ ' 

(v| Ohoja's ^tatcmsnt (it' 6-? O’i'ttcJ 
diffarcntiatca iffiSWf'S «n l'^-^ il V}); fSi 
Comntoatsry p. 3^5 JJ. (>•!-. 

Note* to II. 215-21 —(I) Vaf^aSISiigircnbyBioMp^ 
ss aa example of cwsjftntfwitfj tbe retnafk-^ H*^^ ^ 

!f rr.^fsd «7n? tts^/'-KR^ i JJem3chan^f*J^^ 

cites thja as aa example of 4ih an?*! 
sKTJrMwinrT r^^^jrm^pfv-rf-W ':r^^ ‘ Uaoo*^^ 

vould regard tbe example as coatsiplog an I'Ddrpt- 
dent figure called ijiffH or ; but Bhoja obset'**^ 
•>m« fi r^rtt I frj-i I (tV't 

w*=(frf j<’'tr*iwrTr /rfr««t -fnrr-^frTf i 

(111 Tbe foot-note on j,. 2}7 contains a 
Pof*w<nr7i!;r.od'r5rr5r»rifofTT'V»irw?; sndfortW^ 
m the la-t line 'dinrrr-i 

NotestoII (oil KJ«s tbt* ^ 

exatnpk <f *ieh tbe remarlc— Jf54 
qtirffa'ii rtii. -- -• r i ^ 

(d5im ^tn!^sj*T5 ' 

Motes to II. 21a— (i) Bhoja (p. 462) gives this a* 
ample of and remarks — 

/nftjflTitrqr uTintjr^-jt -ia .T.jwf?wrj ' 

/(ra «r'tif=Pf5i .tuitt-wiiflt? . VU-tirua'a and other* re- 
Cognise tbiv kd an indeper 'li'iK ngurc-of-Kpeech cali®“ 


Motes to li 22D— 111 Bfaoja gives other suh-varietles 
this figure such as !t4tnif^iv. and 

Of (i^7fr-fJT-7 

(ii) Bbattiaha als > delivers himself in a sirnikr 
str.iinlii S4)— 

«?ri7i ft rimn'i.ii 



I — JL22I 


We ha^re already mentioned Budra^a'a attempt to 
restardetf^lTT? a< a fundamcntucQ dlvUionU for clacni- 
fylnc 6gur«». 

Nolei to JI. 221-'225-~f0 W’a glre below lonje of tbe more 
important de&nlUons of UtprekabS — 

AKnlpnrana (341.21)— 

erswWi-PtT ^ i 

a}5^r rpT Jpg^srt JRtA » 

Udbhat* (p. 43)— 

rrt!<aTr^?t,nfl { 

atnTnft’rr^i'n^'nftnm^iti ti 

Qhamaba hi 91)— 

vf^^^tl'Tnrstrt (^OJnwnt n? i 

I Jj) 1 1 1 jcU-.TifdttJnfle^ « 

Vlmatia (U. 39)-* 

Ruyyaka (p 53) — 

etvre»nj) arTTWliii * 

Kadrata (tuI 82, 36)— 

ei ft^ r a nit V td PR^rn^wrinti i 

?d>wip3^ rftStn « 
trt f¥*ft fl?j « 

y »^ <gT ffg i if*rwl md^sir n 
t aubhsta (p. 31)— 

«t05i3tniWT5’t'^d^ 0 I 

VagbbatallT 90>— 

a7f^?rfV tfi5w4w i 

trtitisn nt ««' n 

ItbrnaClr. 50)— 

vscvm'M ft3 W5’^»:^>3TO ' 

fTw^ji* «<y> n 

)l»ni»ehaadta (p 117)— 



ii. 221 - - I Rilvyiidaria ^ 

Vidyanalha (p 393)andCbItrAm>mSns5 (p 73)-' 

^ f? tr¥i n 

Vidysdhara (vlit 13; — 

5»34'T-^ f 

*n'^} nj*T»7 47icri-^jar.*!TTT5' '• 

Matj/mata (p 707) — 

4vrr7=m?5din 7^ > 

Vi^Tsnatba (x 40) — 

JagaDnatha(p 285) — 

qi SftTTTJI 

nirlsT ^ 

g»7sTr 1 

And Visve'Vdra<p 18U)— 

•irfisq^ 7j? ) 

1'^ u-.rnjr^^m r fit TsfiUP ^ il » 

III) All tin.»i iJenuitioDS from the siisplest to them®^ 
tlabo'-ai j- /•(« H- f«> fhe esaeotiaJj Thepoinjs*®^ 
iiutel Hi ' tb.jf It should be » 

-t^n-u tajH ■» 8rg^ltf7»< ^ *’ 

’ Thai It ihould be deliberate or 
iiiJ noi dub to trtual error 3 That it should M 
thiai{N having >imiIaTity, and »o ba"®d 

iiiiiljrity t I’bat it i^hould be ulfiking or picture*- 

fjii,- j And that It should concern Itself with tbs 

jfl.r-i" .mi i-t'fi .r -JTtTtr of the thing under discussion 

Hcgaidiiii, Uii*. list requirement PraUhSrondufSp 
.A^er»>‘^■ f*f5i «ifll I mver^wr?^ • «* 

'H i f^fr^ l fTP^: 

'tTfrerrAlPn I iu jidiTf^nfAitn^^iTMjsp^s^rq.t'rPi^ 
tni4*« I iisj I nr{ g; Pr^ 'i? 

rf »pi »h f-ejjMnstt7='=r'r wffTT* TTwr rnjfTs?rrfrH,fl?1 

(jiij Numerous Bobdivisiona of this figure are give® 
by Alautkirita. cv/npare Alajnkarasarvasva fp. 57). 





]SI ] 


[ ~n i 


RssagangjJliara ?3j-8rX »n'l csj'cft'vllj 1‘rfttifia* 
rudrlya (p. 3s6) We Can exhibit tliem in a tahiiUr 
form tha*— 




I 


3:>;n 

-J— 


X 




“L^ 

join^j j 

X 


!ynf^ <bi!i>pn 
I'urtbet (tuMlvi^ioni i>f each <>ftbe4C »»ri8t!e« ara 
under-^ 

WfdPT1>lie\«at 
\ 


»pi/ 


J 

( 


1 


) ) 
’•H* I'f.!* 


r , , 

TtmWtrn sr^tw* vm» (•ft* .««W“ 

The four main tli8i«lofle of rii** )n tin* »«' di'i- 
»ible into 8 Nu)>-»ariet>ei> ihu' rl**' > » «f>*»S 

of32 tarielies wader I's^h of che*a 

can be further »iib*<JjTlded jijfo three eoru thu-* 

7iTnvtm»Tr^«^ 

1 ‘ 

txrMw >T^-» 'f'' 

Thoe wo hsxe-- 

ai«jn «tWtici 

r'Ti 


y-ft'cnc r.f i; 


of S4 

of H ♦arjftfe'. 

of re r»tittlrt . 
of a \*»i» Jp» I 

iVi .-^04 > 




r*A 



li. 525— ] KTuT^rlaria 

of 12 varieties; 
gcfrw^r rtn n i^ t^ of 12 varieties; 

of 4 varieties; 


Total 120 varieties. 

Illustratioos for all these rarieties, eepeciallf tb* 
jpffiwisrr varieties, are not always quotable. 

Q&tha's criticism of these manifold varlotiM is 
worth quoting He says fp 295)—?? 

«4itrrRlfa«TwJ S'*^ * ' — — ^ • 


(Iv) For the dislinollon between yilyr and 
( utiipare ntir Note t» U 23 Ohoje, however, conildsts 
(iv ’ll) «•< TTOr*nih!t'.n and says that it is n‘'t 

•liMrinee from filsli proper llin eiampie Is — 
rfqr^imsR q«ii ' 

•frrrjrj-q/Mlifr Tien fvwiW II 
i-tJ.f.y^nte'flfnflrrjqafirjfq 

Thi> Jiowever I-, ilixiinrt from the TW variety ttet'S 


I •. 'i 'jy I i-in 'in 


r, i>vinK ''J*ii .oniparv our Not** 


Note* to 11 -<ii rh(« famoui discussion of tb* 

Miariir* w'lhli hs"* been taken over from our 
,f hr >1 -'t writer* euch as Uuyyaif®» 

Mer'ima'a \.<v«itstbit JitK«nnitba, etc , raises certain 
aid* wbl.'tl w« ahaU tint dirpos* of. Dsp'ilo 

rctvr* ('■< ibii acao^t •* having btvn already, before 
'!.» Jar*, ift« » lb}*' ' 'I di*cj**i'in it cannot therefore 
iw t I'ai 'ill* /wi. I •iiifiMaitluti, and be cannot be 
f* r «"J t 6vva b«»n the author of the 

wor» tf'jiii ■*fii ’fv •lanrv n taken The nest 
q'^exi'in Jaicr i me tt« laurce of the quolstloo 
CntlJ dJic.yvery i>i llhtitv jD*rIdfa“]ChlriitJatl» 
s’l were r'^ote-tt lo aoign tb* Hrlehehhakatlka 1 3t 
■< 'jrre f/r fic.Sir, but there are re>i*onv t‘> 
.u'I< •* f. It I'iv Slur'. '• r aka'lVai* lltelf an mtufx'llf 
ti \ tf the <.Mrv !»'*• r»re a p»{vf wn the luhivct 



lij- w«» twfow H\* Fl«\OtUTit*\ CcTkti^twe* ^%\i 
*t foona. ISIS), fcnd tWa 1«svr« It «n _op«n quiatloo 
6* to whether Tan'lln wkft itidrbled to SildraVa or to 
Pblr*. Fi«rt crounda *ro laeklBR for dttermlnfng the 
^uartton on? 'rajr or the other; but eo much «e hato 
Rained by the dUcorery o( Ithtaa’a r'*r*5 t'Ot 

onv more llnV: the date of Da^tdln to that of Sudrska. 
(orof Dhtis) If Sadraka U to ba a«Ifffled,fa 7 to clr. 

A. D , and If reaeous axtst to atalgn Dandtu to an 
rarlUrdate.weeandaaotiy making him refer to Ph&sa 
^ho slvea our etanta In Ch&rudatta L 19 at veil aa in 
O&Iacharlta I IS If os the other hand BbSta turns 
out to be a nlnth-cesturr play-wright (I bars seen 
this only aaaerted but i»ot actually prored or seen 
mad* probable) and If Daodin comes sarlUr, we can 
stilt preserre our countenance and make BanJInborrow 
ftom Sudrake Dandinbere quotes the first half of 
the staoza One of our Met. quotes the fuUttanta in 
fhls place and glee* betides another extra stanzawhleh 
is noticed in the Chtltamltalosi (p T7) The full 
stanta U repeated alto as |ii 361} which we regard 
a> as iRterpolstioB («*« Note to the stsara) 

(il) The word Is used «» Ttm as wall as 
Compare I^ote(i) to li 14. lo the latter ball of IL 33? 
Dandio Is actually quotiug the words of TataitjaU 
See our Sanskrit Commentary 
(iti) The ^ in ii 32tl-239 can t?e Ihu* eihiblted- 
The stanza fSor^ contains an TWt with— 

rrmrr'iuA— 

Uete of conte one word te nvada to petfotm two func* 
tlona. which fs obriously a mistake 
(U) In the abore^^lhereTbfimtft was Interpre* 
ted ae foUowlog the usual practice of the 

Vatyakaranas or Orammariana According lo them 

jju KStia4»i<«J y. 



il. 228— 5 


KHvyJiifnri't I 

f.~ i»4 ? vj T7T / Now we hSTI 

that we cannot make the th® 3WT5». C&a if 

make the aimde turn upon the suhordlnaie etsnuoJ* 
of the «inr^, the ^ and the t This is tb% poio* 
sidered in li. 230. The answer is in the negitltt; fof 
if the strnrTT'Tra interpretation of is to ^ 
retained, the *iril factors are lost in the ptincipsl ssi 
can have no Independent locus staodt This Is 
obvious 


<v) The m ii 23l auggests that, following 
NaiySyikas, we should so interpret the verb “ 
to give a non-suhorJinate position to the ^ 

^ fa = 9{g^[ ^ 

So tbe proposed TW statemeftt b" 
■JWii— or 
T^'tW— qjTiI 
frtfrrrini— ' 


Now the -lUMtion K wb-> ii the SwT’ If the idea b 
VTTlJjfWcl, we obtf' 
connect rfpfi, w,ih the TTT(ir alone aad 
0 Vkhefcas, ss a matter of fact, 

Hunr/'^fi "»t‘'nde,l m the stanza os going wilhho^ 
VHP r, r* /** ■‘1 ^** — >1 (ur adopting ^ 

I*'’ ' authority— q'n 

,,. ,, , ^'‘•’Cr the |)>ii,t of vimildfity betweeatli* 

U /ifit If, ''*** od'>I>tine the variant, ti'* 

th« i.j-i '* CMoipared wi:h the?*^ 

acjuaUy ijiTJir,’' supplied It 


'•ihlo alternative, coaD«| 


(i! 


above anl lu ti . *''‘l the 3'<gzj proposed i 

(or J vfdV‘fVr' 

firet d.fhcuUy ..f IV.VfT ' J 

eulty .1,11 ,p,n*j,„ vve eecond dlffi* 

Imagine 

M the .uppoevd ^ 

>0 dharma, but it is fn sn'* 





1— II.33< 


1 S$ ] 

more orless uasatisfactoiy. The common propsrty In 
anTmi, as Dandin (it, ought to b* evident, 
which (9 not the case here. 

(vit) The proper way lo underet&nd the versa is not 
to reganl it as eontaiotne an Stjh but rather an 
The poet intends to ascribe to the character of s 
^•“the or RitTt la WnfttmttwiinTgjfWt- 

Ai It bae been well 
observed. The word ^ aecordtnglr can be a of 
3^itn also. 

(viU) Wo have said that the Une etc con- 

tains an ^tn There are however two poselMe ways 
of understandioR the We could eay that here 

«*rTii:'«TT4«-»5n^(wbichisfhearTTOiVTT9^’) sM a‘jA. 

tvM Piftrid (which l» also a; 7 tw) 
rhr»^^ • Or we could say 
that here— ftba rm^ns) 
wrtlw fJifJi^st (this being eigrtt) 

A rfvTBj^ « The flret ie »hs iiTTStvi view adop« 
fad by Dandin, Mammata. Visrsnltha. Appayya> 
Dlkshita and others . the eecoud. the view coup, 
tenancedby XlamklraeBrvasva. Itasagangtdhara and 
other modern text* The dlfTerenre does not however 
eeemtobevery vltel Comrare AlamVirahauslubha 
PP. I9<-195. 

(Is} Some Msa Rive here (after ft f?6. first (laffi an 
extra veiee which can be thus rendered— 

"The Ocean, by ll» bUlowy summits. U as If 
fCroundiniT *aBdsf.<»liirmeiir-tn-th»-fo«n-cf-foanj { 
taking that by hie hands Crays> the mocn is 
besmearing as-(l*we»e the Ladlrs-fo.the.ronti-nf. 
Quartera." 

(x) It I* ueual So render r^cr by roetir-fsncy 
' . ■■ ■ a f . ' pJa»ile ft 

.* e ■ ■ . S • • . 

■ ■■ ■ ■ • ■ ■»• ■ fh are re- 

* while I I 

y 
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prekah& knows of no atieb limitations. At ths isb* 
time, while a simile is a more or less sustained eco 
of the imagination to hold two things together in o-' 
consciousness with a »iew to establish a comp’e-* 
picture, an UtprekshS is a passing suggestion of t-e 
intended similarity, which may occasionally he 
picturesque and which, while It lasts, gires a point c 
▼lew from which the poet wishes us to understand t * 
fact, the quality, or the action described. Hence 
would render the word by PoetlC'Conception. 


Notes to U. 235— (i) The three figures 

and in this order, are enumerated by Bhimsha {ii 8 ' 
who however says — *• 
view of Dandm being just the contrary. The qu#stl®“ 
about the chronological relation between the 
writers cannot be settled either way on the strength o 
this circumstance alone Compare, however, Jielf* 
to 2H below. Other wrilere who /ecognJse all th*** 
three figures by these naities are •nst iiii. 12. iil.2i« 
ie 5fi), STS (vll Si. »M 9S. vii luu), {p 43), and 
(stanzas Ibb. 150. 137) Others recogniie one 
or two of them only, subsuming iho remaining under 
some other figure or hgursH Dainiin illusiratea Hetu 
in ii 336-359, Jsfines and illustrates Hukshma ia 
IL 3CO-264, and treats of Lesa in il 365-372 

(11) Hetu Is a poetic cause, and Indiao Alamkdrb 
kas recognise a number of figures of speech based upon 
causal relation. These are (cp. Note (I) to II. 3 alsoH* 
snfFTtwnO (ii. 1C9). ftvfrwt (II. 199), ntpr^it (IL 298), 

^rfw; (iL 3?3), (IL 348),— amongst the alamkSras 

recognised by Dandin — as also the alariikSras known 
as cimC ? r. er^rrw, vwqrKr, ((qn, 

stdirid, etc , not to mention alamkaras like 
or (where similarity serves to Illti»- 

trats as well as to corroborate), or some sub'Varletl** 
like frn'in or Mammata's last variety of 
(where cauisl relalioti comes in only secondarily) 
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IpnorluR the last tiro groa}n of alamklras, and con* 
•lilerlsfr first the alarnklrsa aot found In the Kityi* 
daria, H U to be noted that »WrRt“tunf^, Dandln pro* 
MrrJnK the first w^ord for the 3 ^ and the second for 
the alamktra. ^’riUrs like Bhoja (ill. 34. ir U). 
Rnyyaka (p.l63,p 1S3). and Vfiranstha (t. 86, x 96). 
ft Is true, recosniee both rnnf^ and aa two dis* 
tfnet alamklras, but tha*;3ttf^ of the last t»o writers 
f* a while we bare already commented upon 

Bhoja'i Samtdh! as an alamktra (»ee Kotefii) to 11.99). 
About we ehall bare eomethlne.to say in the 

Aotes^to Ih 298, while en * P<fa T is only the ^ with 
eup«r*added The figure e^asreeo^lsed 
by Bhoia (ili 18). Rudrala (It- 51). and trmR (p. «) 
comes rery near to our authors fkilitfh; (ti. SS31. The 
t^Rwe (defined by Mammata as ) 

is praetiotUr the same as Bandin’s kj. while erdim is 
the same kj set forth with the usual and ether 
paraphernalia of a logical Inference For the rest 
compare Botec (i) to (ri) to 11 169. The other figures 
need not he hero considered tndetalla See however 
Notes on Tarletiea 

(ill) Dandin has given illuetrations for 16 varieties 
ofk^of which 14 are Uiustratione of enrvk} and only 2 
fvls 11 , 244. ii. 2tS) are of the mek} 'IVa have already 
(p. 127 above) explained the dietiDotion between ertw 
and f rjiR kj. from whicti ii will bo clear that the TttvklS 
g normally precedes Iba erd (tpl. ivhila (be (TVT 
Is the logical mark or lity (e k T**) which in ir« most 
tftltd frvtn 13 actually ibe fik of the pruiq (via (t'ifi 
But a puetio (RTTr need not always have that iigorous 
validity iti lU which logic reuuirae For instance 
la 11 atS iliB sinfjT — «w p^iirsTi»»»erw3Tsn*w»rw»?T\3jw Ww 'lu 
eirnjrWJJ—niay conceivably be vUiated id a particular 
person who la reetleas, bm not by low It u only i* 
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(It) An •• we h*Te *»«n abore (p 

InTolve^ A relation between twotblng^ot^ 

Now sltbouitb (t Is true that (he most ealld tofO 0‘ 
proof IS the one that depend* at each etagt apes 
demonstrable caueal relation between one thin^ 
another, wo are not alwsye so rlfforouelj 
In ordinary life and much lo«» eo In poetry. E«3 
analogy is often gWen and accepted as eaUd p*®® 
Oenerally, bowerer, the *rm and therTW are relal*^** 
particular to unleersal, or elce eeraa. The perlleolM 
U the result of the unlTersal by deduction. wbll» 
unWerssl la the result of the particular by Indactlos* 
In erowtsfm. accordingly, the causal relation betwt« 
the two Btatements (even where it is demonstraM*) 
ignored and attention is fixed upon the »TJT«r7>?^ 
tion between them In a^, even in the TaTl*^’ 
the causal reUtiuo is naturally what cooes 
lore . and a* the two 4*^* in question are 
particular objects (e g pan and «nf m ii 245) and 0® 
two statemonts as m -in >njTsnrwta?, the dlstlnd^® 
between that figure and 8m<t^ is generally not 
difiicult Co make. 

(v) Sonic iniportaot dchnitioiis oi are gl’*® 
below — 

AgnipurSna {J'14.29-32)— 

nr>n. ' 

pfift jR Rpn ^^»T3rnpt ii 

Dhuja (ill 12) — 

ftijnr TTf^ ^ «iTT> jtrr^ h i 
eoti^f'-r^r^n ii 

Vggbbatativ 105)— 
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Ku^rata ^rU. 82)— 

'frrr i 

V*gbbaU(p.4S)— 

V«»»nMha (x. 64>-~ 

"kH^T^ppp Gy > 

Ku»il»7»nanda (stanzM 166-167)— 

V^i^FTtn *rr5 i 

(»0 Of tha«« d«Sflft{ona whU# thi fin! two and tha 
OMt eirao by the CuaaUyinandakfra agfea with nm 
ni is tAf ‘fiiofit *• rfirtfitdir fftfV.WafcV as 

itUmpt to gif, a apaelal t& tba fgun betlj,, 
the m«ra fact of ona thlog bains the ^ of anotheri 
Dhlmaha. it will be aameaibarad, had already rtifsed 
h/e rolee tgelaat tba roeogoltloa of ^3 a* a dltltaet 
figure in as touch as there was no trT^F^iUH in it at 
all; and this criticism bae so much rrelghed tipon 
later AJamysrihas that eren 00 astute a irriter as 
Jagaanethaquestlon* the valldltr of eT«f^ (»hlcb 
^Itb these later writers does dutj for^) as a dlstfoct 
figure^f.speecb Tha view is thus est forth and CrltJ* 
cised by Visresrara (p. 34tl W — ( WfllTUl J— eT*ei^ 
ipa'TR 

«tje 5 Pl.l *e*i*^n e'i*-HiT. 1 ... j 

i^egTjn^tcffaeTpd a wr ewr^s 

(sit) The sixteen rarletles of Ifem Illustrated by 
Dandin are exhibited In the tollowing Tabular etaj*- 
ment- Dficrja baa aiaioratad DaoJtn'a own sehen, 
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Notei to II. 235-237 — (i) Cboja th«t oiplalns the fllui- 
tratioD-“<T^ WJrrt 37^4^ 'Tif 

t 


Hete* to II. s38-239Hn Dhoja thue e*pl»!na the »lu»- 
tfatloB' 9^sw=r <[fitcs5r«?nT«f?ft’7T»rt 

*nJn^ • 

4u) In II. 539^ the readlni; ant^’H', a« beintr the hvlio 
•Itpirilnir and »a jrloldlnf? a *ery uood aenno haa to be 
naturally preferred to (h« other vananta available. 


Meter to r}.240-<0 The threefold dlvhfon of Tfl hare 
eivenby Dandin ia aleo to be found in the Vakya- 
padlya ol Bbarfriharl (HI. -IS-BS. cj^fJrm), eome peril, 
nent etantss from the eectlon betns— 
fJtH « »t JrM ^ firfirt rm ‘ 
ttl|f<^nr34 *3vrNrn » 

irt jnit tw ’ 

rsT^wsTKtrrft ^ufwiivui it n 

<t^ ft fitwar r sifts sRwfWt » 

*r«i rtryft^ ss«T^ '• *'* •' 

Sf^ RTvWt fitrij <fttT.^T«n ' 

njr ?m=tf ’Ti arro^ i 

B-jmFrl^5>Js^ ftWs ^ 1*0^ ‘ 

^PC ^ " 

rrls 

fl,fW*rfWfefreftifl^ ti » 

af<i ' 

»i^ sftrft^ n •»'• « 

{3i^-«ic at ftmV ft sm) at wntarua! i 
ft^Tw*? wMtrti ftsrAft«fia^ « « 

(Hi Profeeeor K. P Tatbak (Ind Anu Xtl. Oct J9 
«3?) ha* arftued (bat thia three-fold dlvitloo of 
|l 
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* * (i) In IL 545 th« forests h*ve been 

fansiormed Into polion. A Inrolree a cbanet of 
oral and «iu»Uty, th* loner aubitanea remalnlcs the 
saae 


(H) Bboja hat eften IL 54S as an illastratlon of 
•■list he calls ij* I For explanation 

•ee barasTallkantbXbbaraDa, p. 574 i 

(III) Dandln has eieen forspsffi^an illustratfoo that 
i f!** n * ®ur understanding the doctrine of ffSjirpril 
A stralght-forerard illustration would hart 
ti* *“ ordinary verb of motion This ho has done In 
• •>44; only, Dtre statements ilka “birds art repair, 
ing unto their nesU** hare no poetry if Interpreted 
*b^y and solely as eontalslng the statement of a 
Bhlmaha erltleiees aoeh bald or unpoatle 
■Utementa In the following words (it 87)— 
ef*tw • 

pJrwf^' 1 % « 7 »d » 

(I*) Here an interesting chronological question has 
been raised. Is Dsndin by bis words— sn>^ 
(ll.Stl'I-^sipressiiigbisdissentfrom Bbimsba's unjust 
condemnatiou o( the eng. or ie BbSmaba erlticfsiog 
Oapdin by refuaiog to allow at postry wbat Dsadln 
girts as good poetry At first blutb both riews stem 
to be equally corrtot , but It seeme to us that t/ont of 
the two writers Is quoting tbe otbsr at all, It it 
BbSmaha wbo is oritioising Pandln, though it ft 
pojsiiic that ths rerse was one of the floating tradl* 
tioaaJ Jioes-Iiktipaoy another In Fatafijell's Ua'bJbbi- 
shya— which had been made the object of exposition 
by sQVetal Alsmkirikas before them. Dsndin, we 
think, gites it as bis opinion that tbe line is unpoetic, 
and so Is no» •» illustration of ertrta with srr^. 
Rut it can be a good gmlj for indicating the lime. 
Mammata thus brings out the suggestion about the 
WBiawi (F 5W)-n<Tf««i py« rtM a^tKirtqt tY?) 

atirifwiSeiftft l5l erfwil 

q* «r ra ff% gr»R> ^ s>trsrlV^ a 
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t’X'A VH » 

( t ) Dandlo uses lie wotd* (irrv'l ecd^ 

wbj he bae not Ukeo a regular »erb ^is 

1 hl9 illuatratton for JTgT^. A mere tnotiofi ^ 
f birdt to thclf n«9t« has no 11 under* 

.. . : f.i. ■RahsaysW’^. 


illustration of a TTr?:^ with anrw. 


instancs can be a gooJ llloitrallon for a ^ ^ 

thle Dandis proceeds to gl*e a regular ***^*^a5isr 
Id iL 2t5. Similarly BbSmaha cait 


stood as erlticisiog the Ijd* In question 


a grjfgj It tnen 

thef, and hence eoid 


mere report of the weav-v, 

alatnlcSra The chronological relation I’* ^ , 

dm and Bh4tnaba cannot in any case he m* * 
upon the doubtful testimony of this passage a 


Notes to II 246-252— <i) Bboja quotes from 

n 247,l48.249.2508Bd His comments on jhW^ 

II 247— «>nj fTma-T»n-? ... ibi 

rnjTAmr^fni^tT ‘mr-jargrr^wf K’'i^ > 

variant mit for ) ii 24y— iOj 

JR a>ifTirR’’Piq i u 250- »r?iT!TrKlfan^f3'i'‘<i^^ 
fT-ffWI Iwith (be variants ^ ^ 

e^rr h»f 9 for *m ) ii Jal— ^ 
♦rrar^r^ T^'^> W »TrT’'jj*rr^rqjT*i if <rT ^^ ^ ^-l rtn 
For a more accurate explanation of the last H 
tion s(e uur Sanskrit commeiitary ii. 251^. 

mentarj also t-jve., the <»th«.r three illustrations 
given by Dandin 


Notes to II. 253-254— (i) .a IS a violation of 1 

Javr of Nature Hence Handin suggests that the *1°, 
lion ahoiiiri not l>e prominently expressed but eboo 
be conveyed m a aecuodary or subdued tone. Others* 
It would be a ditfeient figum-of speech 
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to n, 255“{i) The i^mtnpitf Rifen invoJvf» only 
Bhoi»gi»M»Uo an example of In 

«• Ttrte *RW^JI elc. quoted by us in our Sar«V,nt 
comta«t:Ury to IL S5S 

00 Seren} writers who do not recopnUe Hctu »» » 
oiitlaet alemkira designate the brtween 

aH ft distinct figaw-of-rpeech known as 
Mftnjmat* thus defines It (p t>C9)— 
RwVPt^^tsst sriTT^Tft: I 

wif^ flj n 

•JpUlnlng the point thus in hn Vriiu—it er* 
t eu 5 Dili's *f»e' 
^*1 ef-Tt?^ SJvrin^ei «Tpt?s»r«^q q' ■*«’ re.i jrwrimni • 
»?r»rT?diTfai i 


to u S«-^„ ^ 

»»rieiy ii_ 




ifir 1 
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(H) A fiKaT»-of-ipe«ch culled 1^ and defined in the 
STWTRP? (ISl) Wi l iMBU ; nrfn^i ^ * 

difficnlt to dhtinenlsh from »JSt-* The ^^TTTr< n* 
' ■ •,■-••.. rthttactloB (IbU, p 111)-!5<iraTO w 

< . . -* t-A w 

. I , ^ . , m •. • 1 owever, 

I ... .... ;3) defines It 

. •, JludfMaon 

the other band definee U ae (<&. * 

^iTiftsesppTT s«!. rwrwftww’mtinit 


Note* to n. 265-267— (IJ IntJSI lhe« •i’® t> 

the bidden thin*, but not dIscJoeufe tn ^ta (No il 
there U (®) a coocealtnR. M * diecoeery 
imminent dUetosure, nod (c) an *‘•*"’1’^ 

the dliclogure under lome other pretext Tb(e * 

U known in ether writere ae defined by 

(p m ..-sftpwiftnwi IT (.^wi 

ai— nigp ^ ..mount 

• tlon U» i. fiy-oirm t«pn«l «>rttK ie tantamount 

to the eame thing 

UO TbJe figure hae to U 
(II SOI) A. .Ill b. bl«.r (rom D.o4ip'. 
the latter figure (cp atio Note (>'l) . 

not regard rnw a* the InT.rtahle bneie 
.«a .o th. P.P.1 di.(...uon 

cannot be Ksted ee U JegeneraUy n 

tatore — WKtg.>M ngdr*!^ t era 0 * iKb dtstfnetl' 
mSiM Sn- 1 w. Cl. IT'''”’ p.i.h.i 
on between them by eaylng that tn an 
the thtng negated ooi the ^'“^“Vha lubtietf oi the 
tike eublle or myeleriout In ^ the eu 
thing conetttttUe the ’•ery aeeence of the ngur 
(ill) Vamana’e example lor the figure t»— 
cramc^T. 1. w(n>ty)5-^ ‘ 

wnfTd q»4 yrat ( t !.««)“ 




}-SLr< 

tupj.v, )|* t-lU « »1J '•>?'» inti »'*(> 

lii'J Ifi«<f\(r;c Jl ^ro i> ri»r (uTther 

f.. H 3^3 


»*cle»i9ll. rra-rr^— (« Kir»rt nMir«l». ARnlpurin*. 

MDd AUt' War**»lliRr* ficure-et* 
•m<-h U frc.vnti^tJ t‘T •!! ulniit «rrh*w 
tltirii»# rp»r 

Ut.l-n»l,a (n f.') »n4 UdJ‘h*l* (l» «•>*“ 

J{uJ»«t*(vU. 3U— 

’jiifi iisi9'ii*f-'i‘i “ 

VimsiiRdv. X 17)- 

W*U ’I afl- 1 

I'll")# (It, 70,— 

*K7»R ufj RitJuj s4irflii«J»w I 
ijOirni «*! M •t’fitifi'f »' 


*^d Mftiomatsfp 603)— 

jjRiilfj} *iin3 ■Tim’H ’iiP^ * 

(ID Il.mi.. ™.lcrf .1..* 'Ml, 'f*"'™ 

tbr.t |J.c lia»K. mcntlouM In ..iccosslon I'V.nnW U 
i>«*een tb.ni n r.l.llon of ®''*'"*'** ' 

’ ttorynNs liolrt* llmUlie iIilo(c« •bou) no . 

I,(,d .. .1." ''"'r.„d .. 

■ ■{Utfnc't liKuro III* word* bm 

«r?T aiJi-Clf-l 5 rwir>ft>i«l ' n v,?! jponft 

vlmana'B letjnti*- 
WfT I «rii'<?JF7r'H'i'li»n7 , clement 

mcnt of MmlUrl.y n-ouW ..ToV.nWy V^^’E^Uver » 
..fqfMWI neTdea tor «■» fi*nn U ^ 

that qoUo eperl Ifoin Iho 

even In ilm -rdcrly ,«oce-...on f • ,„j,pendent 

ulRWVirn (teser»cH tol-e feOOBnUcJ 

ulLinkarA 


«! I 
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Notes to U. 275— (i) DaiHjjn nov defines together a ?toc 
of three Alamharos known as wraws- BbSosi: 
(ill. 1-7) and Udbfaala (p, 49, generally followins 
maha In his treatment) are alone amongst ancw^ 
writers to recognise these three alarakSras in 
sense in which DaniliQ understands them. Royr*^ 
(P. 185), VisvanStha (x. 95-96) and one or two 
wrlttrs accept these alamksras and e^en t’ 
their number the alamkSras designated as Saot 
hita, Bhavodaya, Bh4vasamdhi, and BhavasabaW 
isee KuvaUyftnandaehandrikS on stanzas 169f). 
they have radically altered the nature of these figu»' 
in as much as they require that in these figures tb' 
Hr?, etc ought to be introduced in subordinstioo 
*T****m^^'^ and not prominently and for their owi 
sake. This view vras 6rst propounded by the attibo’ 
of the (cp U 5. p. 71>- 

Anaodavardhana's Aloka on this kSrikS runs ^ 
^llows 

HTjrtht I Daiidiji, BhSmaha. or some P»* 
deceasof of them is perhaps intended to be alluded to 
•" <»«’stion: Abhinavagupta in bis 
' to the passage aotuallv mentions Bbi- 

mana Our Sanskrit Commentary on u 2751 inesma- 
uuofos I reniachandra's attempt to defend the posltjo” 
lafcen by Dandit, and Bhdmaba as against the n*« 


esplainod i« a general way in 0“’^ 
(li to i 18 the nature of Rasa, but it is neee>* 


* detailed exposition’ of the theory »f 
I'oeti-y consists of two el*’ 


ii„j, , 1 (‘gnoring the queation 0 ^ 

I , *1 * Now tfioro are ercellen®** 

and defscu l,elo„Ki,.g ,, t„tM 

"* '•"®*** of the eaitl*' 

AlsmitsriKas. They were considered as oharsetst’ 
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ln!i«nnt In tha “bndsi” at poetry. Dapdln calls 
Jnem STtrs Of Hfe-breaths (L <2). And as a body csn 
bava eitraneoua ornaments to eet forth Its natural 
cnarm so poetry also had Its "ornamante" or alath- 
atras, theso being apeelfio turns of ejpTcsslon or 
oought which could not be covered by the usual !r<l8 
Nnd rff^s) For a time advance fn the science of 
I’oetfcs consUted mainly In an elaboration of the g^is 
•nd erdyrn, ih*lf numher and mutual distinction. The 
^eit stop of Importance taken was the formulation of 
the doctrine of (t(h» or atylea It wae probably die* 
covered that certain echoole, courts, or IKersfy cote* 
v«s developed only specific gunae and alsmklrat to 
the eccluston of others; and ae these orlRlnstly were 
confined to definite tarrUorlal divisions the styles 
cultivated by them got the olcVnames iTlfl, 

etc Thle may have led to emulation which tn 
time degenerated lr>to lealousy and anImo«Ity . and 
the ultimate compromise effected only ended In the 
doctrine that alt the flPle had each an element of good 
‘ttdofevll in it 

(III) All thU time however no attempt w#s made to 
eiplain why certain •!««< or eidnti afford plraiure 
more than olhere. A mere eiiernal lahellioB and 
clasilficallon was naturally felt lo he luedequere In a 
eelenee of ^'■thetlfs Help wae eouRhl at first Irora 
the elstcr eclence of Hramaturcy Tha Nitya»*‘tra 
had led down the Saira— 

(Adhylya vl. p f.5, where thU ancUnt li.enry l> quoted 
and eiplslred' The Feneratlns and tnten»lf»«iB 
factors (wT>>t«e and ef~M fCwe*! are •('*', I'f'*'* 
and eu-i, si'Win i'l ev. etc And met pti'diifr tn • a 
etc In the first place one nr ronrr of tl e r <• ‘-ve 
etijrtws, which are eotrewl at Icscluntary at d j 1 1 sio- 
Wlcel tn ctlgln. end alctiR with ihrm a *unt>*f of 
psyehcWlcal moods ©r feeUnge ihroutl witch the 

hsrora**»s ttiese latter are eome of rfem <!.<« .necl 

freUncscrtw'twes ©f which there are tire cnnn.s 



it 2T5- ] 


XSviiUdaria 


im 


which no U€3 than 33 are enumerated- The 

and together maVe up the 49 1“' 

kinds of>7T?3, and these i?rts, bolonging to tnt. T^’ 
etc. (or to the actors repreoontlng them), called lo 
existence by definite “factors,” produce in the »o i- 
ence by sympathy the nine t*ts or sentiments. This » 
the theory of the Jfityasastra which can be gtepti* 
cally thus presented i- 


r B afgiinrs *1 produce 8(9) 


I 8(9)w7W« I W , 

The eight are enumerated in our ^enss* 

Com ii. 275'^« the wifJWRs in ii 275‘'-**, and «lW- 
in it. 275“-'*. The eight (or nine) PTs corres- 
pond to the nine * 

rfn to j to Tis [ ^33^ to 

Cr»T to jtw I -imrr. to dn to ^ 

STt« to yrri I «rrr to tpnsfT I | to I 
(iv) DaiiJiti la awnro of (be existence of the W 
theory (cp i 5l. u »ho. „i 170, and eapecia))/ *“* 
last pMsaaget but ho did not know bow to organicaUf 
incofpofflio It wiih his theory of Poetics. Accordingly 
he merely gives it recognition to the theory f 
iiilrudiiciiig 0 new vnriofy of aittrtrs for c.nsos whcM 
Um^nifur lli.irown-iako wore pro eminently dovfiWj 
o>l HI a p.K III whiih wnM otherwise devoid of the ua'J® 
'pisor uni.Ha The /o comes in for recognition aiio 

in conneclion with DandinN treatment of H- 
Ih's wa% (Merely burrowing a feather from the alst*^ 
** leiite ita^A i»„f ibciiBluroofan inner consoiousn*'*’ 
(hence calleit m,d it h evident that it can be fe't 
•■Veil (11 |•..oll>« not containing Iho <07 f nlninkar*’ 
'ionie Alaiiikarikn*. a« we saw, tried to get out of ih» 
problem by retognwlng frjTj elamkflra only In those 
ca*«. where (h< r»i f«it a,i,nlnr' suhordinaled to th* 
ii/'uer 

(r) The real eoluiioii of the matter came from the 
grammarian* If p'>«.try rotielelN of words havloff 
• r^rlfic ecjise (or words nn.l .cn«e), It It. iiece"»afy 




' fTotta ( — 11. 27i 

detenalno «t first tho varlstua of leoee or et^. Thera 
e fbo expressed eeneo orfheqra^t4 and the figurotlTe 
cr indicative tense or In the etoclc instance 

|fn means Itferalty and prftsaritr the stream, which 
8 the ai-ojTV But io (>ta(ement8 Uko nrnff the 
Word must mean not the stream but the hank- This 
* the secondary significance of the word or Its 
^otr whf should a person be prompted to say *nrTtlfnTJr 
instead of rrrrT^ snitr Clearly there must be aa5t»si 
Ugnoring for ^>le rnoment the few eases where rft 
orerpowers it), and this was discovered to bo the in- 
tention to bring out the Zh’t, and other quatitlee 
inherent In the mg by reason of its proximity to the 
•Cream. The sdrsm of a Is therefore the 
*ense In cases like the above where the aT«q and the 
ttW senses can he clearly distinguished from the sfjiq 
sense there le no dlitieuUy of any kind But there 
ate caiee where the sqpi h : wl>ore (ha iCate' 

ment as a whole brings in a subtle suggestion « Ithout 
oar being able to locaio U as resulting from some vp#' 
oific word or words, and all ras rould now come In 
under the vAv. sfav jjn 

(vl) One inavltablo conse<|ucnr» of the share which 
the grnmmariann had In ‘hp b.Mnulatioii of the utf> 
lhr«jry was Ihr »doj»i»«ii »( il»«r VM-t tlio.iry by the 
AtemkaHkns .tiisfnl»**rdhso • «n >“• '7 47«<SJ 

clearly recognises this Indet’iedne"' H« seyp— ggit fj 
e ciK STi sjjiTTW-s^T ' h •* 

wticrfifd ' euei.'4i»i:a-iidn'frfa »ihr^ 

tr-'r-w ‘tu'ret ♦^es-en^rVa- 

f)wfW I Jii .'ihet word' 

suf cel! ti« »- ‘b' *”8 «f ito 

wblcb aS’»^l sounds are suhordinats) , 
arnt> o*ll ni5’i "• b.mR u.v »ir»c id (la 

wIikSi thv •'”» •">'« »' •r'tlnslsj 
This rtissns thsi thsrs ts o» j-i'-t tui only an 
of the *”* That Is to say. i* • gestures and mors- 
n,e/>»* "t t'"**'! •’'»» only il you 

... and base «m.i *Sl«i tended tetllt j» and etm*- 







il. 279 — ) Kuvmitlaria [ 

country by the Chalukya monarch, Pulakssia H. 
about 609 or 610 Pnlakesia was victorious at firsh 
but was later defeated by Narasimhavarman I in 64. 

A D Mahcndravarman ia reported to have bcena Js'n 

originally, and to have been converted to faith in Si** 
by a famous Tamil saint. If therefore ws can iraagin* 
that is a poetic variant for 

bore an additional name, wo ha* 

here all the evidence that we can expect from traditlJ’ 
for placing Dandin at the court of the PallaTSS o 
Kaflohl in the first half of the 7th century. Andes th' 
Patlava power was at its height during this 
period, their kingdom might have at this time inclo(i«‘ 
the old Chera or Rerala country. Wo may add Ih* 
the king Vlahnuvardhana mentioned in the •afli* 
part of the extract can be the prince VIshnuvardhsn! 
who founded, about A. D. 615. the lino of the Eaitflti 
Ch&lukyaa Anandapura the city I am unable »' 
Identify 

(It) The eight forms of manlfcstaHon mentlone 
Id ii 278 are of course the same as the ai7^f ^9 ® 
!7T(^ alluded to by Kalidasa In the benedictory verie 
the Sikuntala 

Note* to 11 2«0 281- (i) l»ar-lm h now going to give i" 
«uoce"iiiin ifip ill(i«trntii>nH for *nTt.> a eoparato nn# ('’* 
eai h tn 

(inOurM« N .11 i.Jifrctc.t hand, gives the 
nal note idciilifyi.,, with •ft'nt't' VA*a*“dllt 

WS-.SI. fri,,,, ..coinp.ro 

V. S An Inure It lo^ .|ueitinn ts to dotvrrnln® wh«tfi»* 
D.f.lin U rsftrni.K to lihls.t Deliiiita Iti.lleatM* 

la..Lm.{ The protcinlcd l-'Jnila.t ^ 
Vi.avadstti at l.s««i.aka U ait old etory »”4 In**'’*'^ 
by IlhiiA. ilany dr iwalitta be«Me« have 

«<) on tL. Ih*m. r*p».a*at.arlj» !> a pis/ 
liitn trail lh« acount Kivtn by Hull»ch In 

K G \V. Go'f, I‘*;i .tbhlna»as..i.t.t In hi* ?^**^*‘ 
iri.’arlMi'i ' *1 • !*>• *f» . Vol lU, p -It) "( • 



( u. —ssfi 

uf^uliaiuJhu lifaUnr; wUh (he etory of a«J 

wurds ari.— «rirArWi%3=^9j 
^ ^5^-i tRTTft*p:^ftTSl ^»T?T*lWSrn?TJ=7r (?) 

rpr?iOT)'T — 

h t ^ g-irhu^pf »(!’) I From Ibis 

“Proofs that this partlcutar play made «*o of a play- 
’f»lifn-tbc.play In the 4f.‘n<»irm«)f. There it also a 

• ff" if play called VlnieiaaTadaUa (t) 

n la constnicllonwIththoDhSia plays. 

eslots (hero arc thcuir^f^ns dealing with the story of 
eavadatti which were probably known ereo to the 
fluthor of Vjakaronamahabhtehya (s60 Klelhom'e ed, 
j '"1*1®!’ howoTor coold not hnvo contain- 

• a TflMo like (ho oocijlocn by Pandln. Beelns that 
»ha«a’a firapnavisavadaUl docs pot contain the pre- 
*«al verij. It Is perhape possible that Dar»Iln li here 
alluding to the unknown play of Subandhu referred to 
by Abhlnavagupta, or to some oiber unknown work. 

(Ill) In the variant* to ii ISO reed— "Jl, n.'JpT ffsf) 
^.nn;" Instead of 'I'.n, U:“. 


(fv) The fullowiniiouuialion from AbbtnavaBUpta*a 
Ifsiyavcdarivrltl (Madias n>it p XOt ) u v, onh uotlaK- 
('iM^wl ouails CH I naif' »'rtUrn»'’»i<'«:T^revift— 
rpu r'lnf' mihVd » •Hi j»n ’hI sMi ii'ii i)Si’*»".l 
*id Fur? I 


Hotel to II. 2a2-2a8-<i) ri.o.tai.ra«n tSi. and tl 2S* 

aro nppnrendy of l7si>Jin'a «>wu c<jw»r"'»lttiin . and the 
* vme cipUnatlon •nb*bt basf lvr»a>a>Ul''r ini' erase 
of If. ef'O also 

Mote* (oil. u,e»lai.»au ondouUeJIy r»tn 

rout of ltai-liosani«» >1)1 'i? — 

Ill' , 1 ^ ^:}s esc a'I'H ' 
dii (u'^i >i‘- »>) e; »' 


ilnte- 
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Rudrfi\i (vU. *2) . 

Dbojn {l». W)— .j,, , 

M.mm.U (D1IS<'> «• P- *-*’r , 

VlBb\..l« (K. 1“)- 

Vlgbhiti (p. 80 - 

lIemacb«ndrii(P , 


'sOO-* 9"‘«“ 






(v) The tense »»« 

llme^SS -n'-i*^' ''^'' * 

Item one 8noU>«t- 


om one eno^..-- 

(trt PhoJecWctlt* * * « 

M en etet^^''" <’’ , ,m ,^t.. >‘* 7 


Out 


11 ;1'» -’’” ' 




fiOIT' 


I 


Vi4Tanitli» (*• * 


iichanJf* ® ,.-, IV — 

;,,V»T S' ‘ Ia . I,, in' 

,^«cd o.lrj“ snn;2,V 


objection of i‘* *«•'■' 

^ (ron sort *'*^i 

Jl.lll.tO'^' - JCK^ ' ' ol I"-'' 

\,„1 IM' '>•' ' 1, -,j II ) ^'' ^ rrn';'"' > ^ 

'’-:'^|:’.''"--=-'"""'"'“ ■ 


ailslT.ti'-' ' 

Xcnlr'’*’'' ' ‘ 


pvifT-a’ 



I 

!' \ 

Vi«T»rMba (*• ®***'“, __-» i 

’ii[n'4.t''^S"-<f"-^’''’“ _„. ,b, 6«“'* 

rw'r.T«rflV >»»»""•*, ,,, 

”j;:7jrori'i.:"«''*”''"'“' 

^ (,„„ "”’ ,.,«'"*;;;"»I..-'"’;;.,“-.o 

(iiti 1 ‘ 1 . r»' •■'?„ . <w- 

bul »b'» *"** (, u.» <1 ' ^ ^ 

,l„rl ....l--' 

tl..." If " ' 


Acn'i'"'*’ *t«-l 

II 

^ **» 


.I,.*'*"” 
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{ 136 

IludT&ta (vtii 57 ) — 

Vamana (iv 3 5 ) — 

>7^ q»^i^n7?rqf^fi4; t 

Bhoja (iv 41 )— 

S/ffl ni II 

Ruyyaka |p. 50) — 

Mammata (r, p. 735 )— 

jTfsi JT/^'irr7?lT JTFTlfft: t 

Vagbhata(p 39) — 

II?’5R) fl*?m75=5i'?l'7Sft I 
Vagbhataliv «6>— 

Bi5W«T orif^-n^-fTrni i 
■p3i^ Ijg 541 « 

Kesavamiira (p J 7 (— 

47?7ii'i4Tiw > 

He/nacbaiidfu fj> .’«l) — 

Uf'i'U^’il^Jt ar'1"155l'n'7(J<’'l ' 

Virlyadharu !(• jni'J— 

fyf’j 4 1%-iq i 

ViavHiiatha (i J«f I— 

■Jf-i U'-ii'i nnitm 'M • 

■ C'wm fP' J '■ 

<ii=: Si'll -it ' 

JaKftUiiilli » (|, ;7^) — 

; i.i'i r l 

Vhve^varr* (p, J •! — 

j / 1 f.itv 'I (•I’li-tif'u 7 it>ir<>s^'i ' 

and Acliiilar'iya ''■HI I 5|>— 

(rfM-f ’i’i ‘I’HHlI ' 



IM \ 


— ll. 


I 

ot l''«* 

(11) H «i» >- j '"IJ 

..„.»d. .o Th. A>»- 

■■■'■■"' . 1 ■ ..rfqPTrt'JT 

.1-M' ■ ‘ '. . ■ _ . ] 

LVu 

S X”'" '“•■ 


_ 

. .,nlr 


„ ,,o 

,ou. ... 

o. . .w<'"",!:'‘” '‘'‘r'',' " 

,W\on* k*"" *'*'*,„ n ». •«SC**\_,a r«e 

'r.. •■’- t":,^ .i 

"• ''' ''■' • - ■ : l M-'-”" 

.“i 



-.V ■ 













\ V. 

tn reUtlor end cwnP”^^ 

m #irtr«« mtrllon ot t'* . , 5^0 fl ) tnl8^^ 

(.11 Tko«i, «.. "’“""f ir.kVi;’'*'- "'" ,1S 

fctwny* tom* 

-vuv. I. It* •affieUn' “*• . ... inAtiiteo' 


offer point* of cotnr«T«* 

,11* I. ll. •'>5;''" .''.iao.ln*'-!-’”'*'’”-,. 
m.aU in 11. 23^ 1* ®° n.ndin coocel«* ^ 

roltti ff *3^'’ j ifltplleMlo® of of tb« 

of r.l.Uon. « J .Utetnoo^ of 

V5»wn •tufcniiOf* *” P . 

ltl.t.lan.a. ' inis'! ''“■„*”L..r»l»>'' • 

,birt. mWW "“L”;, r. 

(n.l in lb. «'T .a- 

Note! to n 33J 

"(IV 111. 1-.1 




1 -11. 

(Ill The CB«t. 1> I' '• 

il.l.lot, 1. i.nl ."m SI'') '■ 

p4!8). *^,7, -1” <" ’’;;i,T 

mo>l wtlUK I". '''‘V, „| „Vi,l, rlo”'- 

upon th« (our-fold ^ jlpl.llr 00 

U..,l.p. J*8oopoib.(r^ V „d.. 

Cnullou «ri .,l,llu. ' 

denylrR I''* ^t, ^3 it... 

„u.T.iij "'■““"'••pa p.. d.i.o"' ' . ,„„„1-. 

tlu..lllC.llo" 1< ' p '(1, HI. <"•♦ 

(lll|Vlt».llu> ,.,ui (■> p.rl.lu'*"* 

(11 •■■•' , I,..." , " 

,i,.o( .1 ii.."""”” 

fiipt . .'if “ « 

"■■'' •" 

Th. KkT'«r^**‘ . I- 


T».-. ■‘'-‘"'Vr/,. 
r C . 




m I 




0I> It •’ill b« 8««B thst white to Uter writer*— 

ST'S'^^T^^ aigwiwaHtH; i* ; 

to De^la— ' 

if ecjij^jtfgT. 

TbU bu Daodm from the oeceitity (1) of dt«* 

tttgntibiBg ihlt figure from «t*n^(rr,8n»W5=Ciir,’67, etc,; 
ead (it) of cxpt«{oln< the clreutnetanees «bieh make 
ItpoBilble for tbe to (nggcet These elr> 

eaatteaees gfre the (everei Terft tie* of the figure it 
admitted by tubsequeat writers la order to show bow 
very eoj&plieeted tbe whole boaioese of eleMiScstloa 
bee become at the haade of these later writers we 
give below a tabular statemeat bated oa tba Ktvya* 
prakika— 

f (1) «Etrelt(5^^!IT^ 

I (il) sr*3^ 

«a*3>Tsflhr ((({f itnrs^ arj^ fHVrft 'nwt 
{ (tv) rrpfianTiWTmj. 

Variety (v) further divided Into 


A. Uee of fez 

B TbrouKb ‘sapeda 

Gs Tbreugb 

word* for 

e* io »JSP?f5K (will* 

eimpic 


filWTW alone fe?) 

WfW 

Or again, independeotly. Into 

J 



Ai. waigiiT^ B» ei«eit^te Ci eKt ^ srh ^ v i 


lili) Dhoja Kivev for the twofold daetifiea* 

tloD into and bi* inetanee for the latter 

l>eioir P.vndin'- illurtration in tL 3tl rarephtaMd ; 
vix.— 

erd i 

«Vd> ft’twrv’ rt *T*rr a 




A'c/m 


(ii) It will b« 8«en tb&t while to later wrlter*~ 
to Dasdin— 

•fstQ’itRifl'-R ag’tStsTwWS: »a 
This hae laved Daodtn from tbs oeceaettr (i) of dti* 
tlogolthlBg thti figure from ste.; 

and (iU of expUt&lng the circumstaoees which make 
It possible for tbe to suggest tr^ These c{r> 

eumstatjcee give the several varittles of the figure ae 
admitted by subsequent writers In order to show how 
very complicated the whole bueincss of -elassifieatioo 
hss become at the hands of these later writers ws 
give below a tabular statement based on the Ktvya* 
praklta-’^ 

f (l) Sta^ TTt'ltft'ITSIH 

(10 ctrt arj^ inifOnsq, 

(III) inttisJi (kJrtifit'jrmi 
j (It) nim r a i f twiwi, 

1(t) jdt s» 3> jatrs^Rbrwt 
Variety (») further divided into 



A Use of fki? B Through C. Through 

words for es in *niinb^ t«tth simple 

f>Vrr«i etone (Wl mtra 

Or agate. indepeodenOy. into 


Ai. wJmWlfli B‘ er^iirH Ci 


(ill) Bbola Rites for er!»Tra:i)»n the twofold clssslfie*. 
tlon into ft«in and 5t<WT. bts Inetance for the tetter 
heioK DandinV illu-rratlon In It 3tl raraphra.ed ; 
via — 

RTd a>s t 

yCt3 a > ftie utw" ud «r^ 

«( I Ks*7t4MM ) 



(it) It will b» noted that all wtlteri except Pamlin, 
Bh&m&ba. Udbb&te, end Vlmana conaidei both 

and ^pn aa the legitimate apheree of thle 
Sgore. It ia not certain therefore whether Dapdin 
really would penult the toeto which we hare put 
upon the definition in our Sanshrlt Conoentary 
il 3I3\ Rudrata giree the figure ai a variety of 
figurea, and ao re^ulna that It be baaed neceesarlly 
upon peroDomaaia Bhoja. finally, makei no diitlnc* 
tion between and defined ai in SiTytdarta 

IL 268. 

<{{{) Aeoordlng to Dapdfn’a view ft eeema that Leta 
Ke 2 il dlatingnlahed by the prtience of a eubtle 
element Is the pralae or blame, while in a no 

inch auhtle element le neeeeaary. This Is the only 
dlatinctlon between theee two Ggnrea Hence we must 
either auppoae that Dapdin did not intand to accept 
LetaKe 2 without reserve, or that Rhoja is Justified 
In making ^ • wnrqft. 

(ivl In an emgns;l*r there are two things t a and 
anen^t Further the of the enns^ teal and 
not intended to be withdrawn. So alto the of the 
erargn The and Pt^. it Is also to be noted, is of 
two distinct tblORi' it is not a csss that the same 
thing il outwerdly censured but really praised (and 
vies Tsrsa]> as In a 

(e) Similarly, whilt iB^ruerf^lbs apparsot {g 
to be ultimately set aside, and r^ obtained by lm> 
plication, tbe case U not one of simple egPi, In a* 
much as the freii is here entirely thrown oeerboard— 
a thing which does not neceusrily happen in an 
ordinary Cp. on the point Jagaonltha (p. 416} — 
era tje ?rwr i a 

5H bt^ I 

(*1) Cboja nuotrs both IbsexamplgtgiTsaby DasJln 
and Tstoarkt (p. 410 )— l+jWhu'a i 

(»U) In 11 8l5* Is a better reading than Nreg. 

botwebae* no Ma. authority for adopting tbe Im* 
proTsd reading 




S<ie^ 


[ —11. 550 


SOS \ 

Jk^DS&tbn {p. 530)-* 

•flTRI’tSwHTJfi f^fjn \ 
and Vil!T«W»T» (p. its)— 

JTiiwtsiV-’iJiJ’WWs- 1 

jw ftTTTf ^7 wt ehrt w 

(111 It will be observed tb&t Dftpdln, Bbimahe, 
Vtto»fi&, and other* admit what it known a* the ahnt* 
as the only variety of tba Strire, while Mam- 
nafa and moat olbar writers admit an additional 
rarlefy. Daodln'e cooeeptfon of thfs figure has the 
advantage of keeping true to tha atymotogleal eenae 
of the figure 

(«1) Tbte la the tame aa the 

of Buyyaka, Vlrvanltha, and moat later wrltara Aa 
Appaya Dlkehlta observes tn hie Cbandriki (p. 7()~ 
•ffswCT To the 
latae efieet alio Jagaeostba fp. StSl. Tbs second, and 
with later wrltare. the more usual variety is etAraii^4« 
divided into and a good 

etample of the former being Mudrir&kshaia (vit 6>*- 
«5 ua-A fhrii 
»nr[*r^tr.(:p>n wm rmrfim ' 
gut 

jfn u a vueB T- ft gtwS ii 

Tbs gualificatiOD wbieb requires a fkrnf^ara relation 
between tbe two statement* is to be noted This rela. 
tloti bas to be assurovd in order to explain the prima 
facia impossiblilily of tbe relation between the two 
statamsnta, which is dogmatically aiierted As Dandin 
does not recognise IM* variety, we need not 

enter in details into the esact scops of tbs figurs as 
al«o its distinction from which is another figure 
not recognised by our antbor. See on tbs point Alsni'. 
ksrasarvatva (p. 77) 

(iv) Bhoja tp.!99fi) introduces in Dandtn*s 
ons or two minor piiaeiples of sob-dlvtsion. Tbt 
slmilsrlty i* directly aeseited la the siateneat or is 
left to bs inferred. JThe former it the latter, 
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’ IM 

r*. <r , (S 4 r« xt « f*.iin;il«'« 

«i j|«* ih* •;4t«'n«4t 

*H«ri «I>II >«• *« «n ; nt IS* 

faloil.in u r<i«9»«« of lM«, »r Ih* ivo 

mtirt!* “if* 

<t> til* (R JMt, 

•tU'ft, Itf* eomm^nl oft H. J'** I*— tn 

-t ■^•^•ir»"f n *1 

i* * T^'i iW-tr'ft'n i 

Hot** to n \ t»9 iM*)** of UiU 

l<(uro *rw 

Ac9l9ar4*)» 045 n>— 

‘ft't’IA I 

Bhlin**i*i ' iu 111 ».»> ■ ibr*'4<p 47)— 

A x-i » J I • 

wSt- t*j-* 1/*'^ •!• ^'*• l|ii 

Uu'iroiA I *>11 lj • 

•< • A^i-f-xx w' ' 

iu] .<4 4 . •- «i -;-.4 "S *■•< II 

M-" «^i ■"» I 

w«’<- t-l ^ 1 I 

V«m..u» (.» i i'. 

*.j J ‘fi^. ‘ 

Btioja (1* ^7 't ) 

tTjTfrai HUTVt HV^ iJI**?! 1 
Mf^girr^a *45iT*» hi '^*^ 4 u 
irr'UfT'^ tTf? ' 

'4tT"i <r^ tw^ II 

Ru;ysL.a Ip 81;— 

aivsisMTJjijfBj l 

Mammata ix, p 817) — 

5 n *r<rfw, «<n^ ' 

VJgbhaUUv 119)— 

»r 4 144 l<*(i) «4 1 



N€i4S 


I-IL 3M 
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(ii) At the same time it U ceceoarj to point out 
that the 36 embellishments of speech iDToWing specific 
emotioDsI modes which »tb enumerated bj Bbaratast 
the beginning of the 16th Chapter of the NStyasistra, 
and which occur also in JayadeTs's Chandriloks, 
Mayukha iii, Include (along with such things ss 
etc.) or bene* 
diction Now it must be admitted that, in a gireu 
situation, benediction can become a very effective 
mode of expressing one's thoughts; and a dramatur- 
gist has every right to collect all such effective modes 
of expression together. But why Dandin should bare 
selected only one of them for inclusion amongst the 
regular errfC na cannot be determined. Wo oi»y boir- 
ever point out in passing that some others out of the 
36 have been universally regarded as forming the 
basts of some of the regular figures. 

(ii) It is worth noting— as pointing to an indepen^ 
dence of tradition and perhaps an absence of Interde’ 
pendence between Dandm and Bblmaba— that Dandin 
takes vrrfi as a regular benediction. BbSmabagivs* 
two illustratiuQS for the figure In the first (seeour 
Com II 357*'") two friends, who have been ostrsng* 
ed from one another by malicious and mendacious go* 
betweeas, perceive tfaeir error, and one of them calls 
upon cbe other to join bands again. On this Hems- 
ebandra remarks— ri«q 
wirtiiitv] sfit ‘ ... I ST? 

ii s^gaiiliv^ftTO sfiiiTT I in the second 
example also (see our Com ii ^57'’’'*). Heroachan* 
dra points uut (bat tbe hostile cities have already been 
vanquished Hence, ciytufivit 

* The Illustration given by Dandin Is of course 
*f5W3f7frvjrfflTj » And tbe eame Is tbe c«*o 
VSgbhata, 


Notes toll. 358-350*'* —(H Before winding up bl» !«*'• 
mentof the regular alarnbaras and passing on ‘® * 
consideration of tbe mlied alainkiras (11 380). P*" ** 
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Notes to II. 361-362— (I) In tbe first half of ii. 361 there fs 
an statement wbfoh can stand by itself. The 
IS thus the principal figure. The considers 

the figure in the filrst half to be ^trr ; but enf^TTfu 
be an though not actually enumerated by 

Dandio. In the second half we haye an 
based upon The particular statement about the 
invasion of the beauty of the face by lotuses is corro- 
borated by the general fact that, given ^ and 
any body can invade. The awkwardness of the gen- 
eral statement containing a pronoun (i^) referring 
a noun in the particular statement can be got over by 
making eranwH Nor Is the difficulty so very 

aerlous at all We need uot accordingly make the 
figure a ^ lustead of an as suggested by 

some commentators. 

(II) Dandin has not apparently given an illustration 
for The staosa il. dOt (op. II. 236*^) sup- 

plies the defioK But it is omitted in most Mss. apd 
Cb quotes Che staiita with the remark — 

rw*i ' it may be added in passing lb#* 
Bbojs gives as hts example for this kind of (which 
ho calls the exira slaitsa 

iiientiuneJ in the variaiitn Ca u t3b above Even the 
dues not nutitfo it J63 , uiid surely It would 
have beou puftsibJu fur Dnaditi, without repeating hln>* 
self, to give anolber inetaoce fur if he had 

thought It iieuessary We ehuuld in this connoctlon 
recall the fact that Daii.lin haa nut given Illustrations 
for all the .»r the sprafrii vnnetlea Compare 

<iiir ('ommentdry (u li 104 ft 

Notes to II. Ufid —Hit t >f the throe liguros-ul-epeech oofi* 
tattled in ii d61 the relation between anil 
is perhaps much more immediatu than that between 
wqTMrmn end TWi. but it would bo incorrect to eug- 
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rfobaW.r p.->«i btek lo Klvyldartt !L Set®*, where 
hnwerer ippirenlly le tieed in a rather peculiar 
»en«e ^Ve would there traoilate It by Sustained 
Intuition e«pecl»lly at DanJtn makea It a 
nhitnaha al*o tallt It (IL 52) a jnr'tftlfl'fi laying down 
for It the four-fold reiotrement. rli — 

rs?'a*y<?»1 erq > j II 
Hut Dandln'a rrqulrementt for the figure at enume. 
rated In II SdS-SCS aeeoi to be peculiar to him. as also 
lilt whale eODcepiton of the tame, wherein he Is 
probably fuUowInga tradition distinct from that of 
Hh&maha. Phuja'a conception of DbSeika (which be 
IdentlGes with iz% le- 55-86) Is eo eery far remoeed 
from tie (wo cooceptlone discussed hitherto that It 
need not be here taken Into cone Ideratlon at all 
Oil) The Dhitika of feter writers it dittfsguftbable 
frum the ^ called amr. the named and ertiTT(t 
like «>rfir*T or or eiDineVn. Compere 

(i p S74f )— e yro anrete^nre mwrfMt !r3tTT?l*im^ rWf 
cj’ei't I ft <rtgai r<? asttre i ^ 

«it5erjiriT»riTi I e e sjift-wui smtRt^ t st 

■e FtJTrerr'ff iiMt ^■re^n'=t»pa*»i»=t»rwf rrrrep'i'i 
3 i IIeroacban> 

dra boweeer refutes to admit thie Ggure. He eaya 
(p 593)— Mifet 3 »pw<^T?iqa;=nfrT!n7tiTqF«t>ea«ri q? i 
fltirj gsrerfr ^ “w tqra ' 

(le) ConGnlng our attention to DaiidlD's own con« 
ceptioD of it will be obscr^e'l that Datidin’s 

treatment of It is quite in place, coming as it does 
after hie treatment of whereat.it is not quite 

clear why DbSmaha ehoold hare called his a 

a*7vtf^3»i Dbisika ie the quality belonging to a 
poem taken ae a whole, and It suggests the formula- 
tlon of questions like,— It there a meaning lo the 
whole f Is it consistently carried out f Is there a 
harmony and proportion of parts ) Is It a clear and ^ 
EClf-sufflcient theme? Thc«e are questions of higher 





